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!3udget Examiner- John Komoroske 
-----------------------

Te 1 ephone 
----------- �------------------

x4636 

Name of affected program Legal Activities 

Nature of action: (Check 
one) 

Substantive (affecting program) ___x __ _ 

Operational (affecting way 
pr6gran� are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Department of Ju$ ti ce 

Type of action t'eguired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferrul proposa 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

�et effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Sess ion Revie�v): 

1979 
Base Tota l 

8!\ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 
383.6 

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . .  378.3 

Suggested action 

1979 

-44.6 
-43.2 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980' 

-50.9 

-50.0 

Note: If two 
or rnore kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

l. 9_�31 

-S-1 .2 
-50.3 

Adcliticr.al res o urces to deal with the 30% increase of Federal judges \.Yould not be provided. If the J udgeshi p 
bi11 ·is enacted in this Congress, this would affect the Lega·l Oivis·ions, the U.S. Attorneys and t·1iH'shals, tl1c: 
Commun-it y  Relations Service, and the Fees and Expenses of Witnesses account, all of wh i ch wou-ld li<l\Je to absotb 
the addH·:onal ivork1oad the Judgeship bill entails. Because of Jus tic e ' s lack of litigation prior··Hies anci a 
work1oad measurc::ment syst em , it is problematical to gauge the impact of not providing this funding and personnc•l 
to core with the additional judicial capacity. It should be noted, hovJever, that mos t observer·s have at·uuc.;d U1ill 
the liinited nu!llber· of judges has been t he prime bottleneck in the Federal ,·jus t i c e syster]l. It can b(� iH'�jlll�d l:!liit 
we need not provide subs·tantiai increases to other segments of the jus tice system sin1ply because this hhii:ki'i�Jc� 
has been removed. 



13udge t Examiner �1i ke !\rno l d 

Telephone x4563 

1979 Gudge t'Reductions 

Department of Justice· 

State Antitrust Grant Program, Antitrust Division 

Nature of action: ( Check 
· one ) 

Substantive ( affecting program ) X 
_ _:,___....., 

Operational ( affecting v.;ay 
prqgrams are carried out ) 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect ( Change frorn Preside ntial proposals in �1id-Session Reviei'll ) : 

BA . • . • • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • . • . . . . . . • • • • • . • • • • . . • • . • . • • . . . • . . .  

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Suoqested action 
______,., �-'---'-..c___ __ 

1979 
Base Total 

46.3 
44.9 

1979 

-10 
-10 

------- -----------------

(Check 
one ) 

X 

1980· 

0 
0 

Note: If t�vo 
or 111ore kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify do 11 a r 
amount for each 

1981 

o· 
0 

Elimination of the grant ptogram that provides funding to States to support development of State 
anti trust enfor'cernent capabi1Hies. This demonstration and "seed money11 progralll \>Jas authorized for 
the three year period 1977-1979. Serious questions have been raised about the effectiveness of these 
grants. 



Budget ExanJi ner 
------------------

John Korno:�os ke 

Telephone 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Justic� 

Co�nunity Relations Service 

Nature of action� (Check 
one) 

Substantive (affecting prog�am) X 
----

Operat-ional (affecting 1vay 
programs are carried out) 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Gudget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 
Base Tota 1 

BA . • . . . • • . . . . • • . . . • . . • . . • • . • . . . • • • • . • • . • • • . . . • . . . . . . . . . • . . 5. 4 
Outlays.................................................... 5.3 

Su9._�1es ted action 

($M) 
1979 

- 5 . 4 
-5.3 

x4636 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980' 

-5.4 
,- ') 

-:J. J 

Note: If t\·JO 
or mor·e kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-5.4 
�5.3 

The Coillmunity Relations Service.�-Jhich medi ates and conciliates racial disputes, would be abolished. 

01�8 hils requested CRS to evaluate its work, whi.ch it has been unabl.e to do. Questions have been raised ailollt 
not only the quality and quantity of its work, but a l s o the need for the pro.gl'alll at all. 



Budget Examiner Nat Scurry 

Telephone 

1979 Budget'Reductions 

Department of Justice 

Name of affected proqram FBI and DEA's State and Local Training 

Nature of action: (Check 
one) 

Substantive (affecting program) X 
�---

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
P.diiiinistt'ative action 

g_��-f:t effec!_ (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Reviei-;): 

SA 
O
uti�y-� . . . . .  · · .  · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·  · ·  · · ·  · · · ·  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

. . .. .. . . . . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. .. . . . .. .. . .. .. 

Suqqe�ted action 

1979 
B ase Total 

19 
19 

1979 

-5 
,..5 

----------------------

x4563 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980. 

-5 
-5 

No te : If t\-JO 
or more kinds of 
actions a re needed, 
identify do 11 .:u· 
amount for each 

1981 

_:5 
-5 . 

The number of state and local students t�·aineci at FBI and DEA training facilities and the length of trainin�J 

would be reduced. Goth agencies exercise absolute control over the number of students tra i ne d as well as 

the length of training. Questions have been raised about the necessity for SOllie of this training. So111e 

courses taught at the FBI and DEA Academies could be taken at many universities and colleqes. State and 

loca·l ·law enf'orcemeni: agencies have opposed prev·ious efforts to reduce the level of trainin9 pr·ovidecl 

by these agencies or require reimbursement for these pi'Ograms. 



Budget Examiner_ Mike Arno 1 d 

Telephone 4563 
--�--�------------

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Justice 

Name of affected pro9rarn Immigration and Naturalization Service--Enforcement Program 

Nature of action: (Check 
one) 

Substant·ive (affecting program) X 

Operational (affecting way 
prdgrams are carried out) 

1·. 

·----,..-�-

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra 1 proposa 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

i3udqet effect (Change from Presidential proposa1s in flt·id-Session Revie�v): 

GA • • . • • • . . • • . . . • . • • • . • • • . • • • . . . • • • • • . • . . • • • • • • • • . • . • . . • . . .  

Outlays ................................................... . 

Sugqested_action 

1979 

Buse Total 

142 

138 

1979 

-12 

-12 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980, 

-16 

-16 

Note: If two 
ot more kinds of 

actions are needed, 
i clent i fy do 11 a r 

amount for each 

19Hl 

-16 

-16 

Do not fund additional enforcement-related personnel provided for in the 1979 budget until undocumented 
alien lerJislation passes the Congress. l�hile legislation is not needed for this component of the 
Pres·ident's undocumented alien program, efforts to prevent entry are of verv limited value in the 
absence of efforts to ren1ove the incent·ive for illegal i111migration (i.e., tlH:! availabi'lit y of e11:p1oy1nent 
in the U.S.). 



Budget Exallline r Adrian Curtis 
--------

Telephone x4563 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Department of Justice 

Name of affected proqrarn Bureau of Prisons 

Na_ture c� ac�j_9__!!._: (Check 
one) 

Subs tant"i ve (affecting program) -�--

Operat-ional (affecting way 
prpgrams are carried out) 

Type of action reouired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
f,dministrative action 

Budqet effect (Change from Presidential propo sals in Mid-Session Review): 

f3l\ . . . . • . . . • . . . . . • . . . . • . . . • • . . • . • • • • . • • . . • • • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . .  

Outlays ................................................... . 

Suqc;es tecl (lCti on 
-.:.;::...:.L_ _____ _ 

1979 
8ase Total 

4 

(Check 
one) 

---x--

1979 1980 

-15 
-4 -9 

Note: If hvo 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar· 
amount for- each 

1981 

-2 

Site acquisition and construction of the Detroit tvietropo l itan Correctional Center wou1 d be deferred until 
the completion of the Justice Department review of Federal prison and jail policy (Construction is fully 
funded). A site has b een selected bOt not purchased; architects and engine ers are working on the Jesigr1; 
and construction is scheduled to begin in Octo b er 1978. 



Adl�l- an Cur·ti s Budoet Exam i ner -
:J -----------

Telephone __ __ x_' 4_·�_j6�··3 ________ _ 

Name of a ffected program Bureau of Pri sons 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecti ng program) 

Operati onal (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 
one) 

X ----

1979 Budget'Reductions 

Department of Justice 

Izpe of action re�ui red: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra·l proposa 1 
Other legislation 
Admini strative action 

Budget effect (Change from President i al proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

llefeYTal 

BA • • . . . • . • • • . • . • . • • • • • • • • • . . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . . • • . . . . . • . . . • • .  

Outlays ................................................... . 

J\ci<J>inistrat"ive Action 

Bt\ . . .. . ... . . .. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . · · .  · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · 

0 ........................................................ . 
Suggested act"on 

1979 
Base Tota 1 

(Check 
one) 

----y-

X 

1979 1980· 

-2.6 �� 
-1 . 6 �� -. 7 �1 

-23 
-4 

Note : If tv1o 
or mo·te kinds of 
acti ons are needed, 
identify cio1"lar 
amount for each 

19131 

-. 3 fvJ 

J\cc;uisition of a s i te for a West Coast Federal Correctiona·l I nsti tu t i o n for adults �rJOuld be defern�d at lcilst 
i.mt:n Llust"ice c o mp l etes its Federal pr i son poli cy study that is currently undehvay. Ther-e are SOllie jlt'r�l iiJJiJiill"Y 
ir.d·ications from an ongoing reclassifications study that anoth er western adult facilit ymay notbe needed. 



7 

L���e of affected program Victims of Crime 

Nature of actiot:J_: (Check 
one) 

Substantive (affecting p:·ogram) X 
_:..___ __ 

Operational (affecting �vay 
prograf/is ar'e car·ried out ) 

Budget Examiner ---��C�i an Curt_·i_s __ 

1979 G udget Reductions 
Departme nt of Justice· 

Te 1 e ph one 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
fldmi ni strati ve action 

x4563. --

(Ch eck 
one) 

Note : If tvJO 
or more k i nels of 
actions are needed, 

X identify dollar· ------'-'---
dlllOUnt for each 

Budqet effect (Change from Presidential pro posal s in Mid-Session Re view) : 

1979 
Sase Tota 1 1979 1980. 19m ------

M -35 r� 13A 
Ou ri �;,�: : : : : : � : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

30 M -30 �1 -35 
30 �1 -30 �� -35 fv1 -35 M 

Suqqested action ___.!4...-..:.___···-:----------

/\cl!11inistration s up po rt for the enactment of a Victims of Cl-ime c olllpensation pr·ogra!ll to be funded by LEI\/\ by 

special grants to the States would be withdrawn. Given the tight budget, it is unwise to initiate a new 

pro�Jram that v;il"l con·c·inue indefinitely. Furthemore, it can be argued that helping crime victi111S is 
ptirnurily a State and loca·l respons·ibility. 
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197;9 Budget Reductions 
Department of Labor: Employment and Training Administration 

Name of· a:ffe·cted program: 

Program Administration (PA) account 

Nature of action: Type Qf_act�on r�quired: 

(Check 
.one) 

Substantive· (affec ting program) . Rescission proposal 
-

�
Deferral proposal 

X 

Operational ( affecting way 
programs are carried ou�) 

Other legislation 
� Administrative ac tion __ _ 

•.) 

. .  

LVE 

Note: !f two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budg�t effect ( Change from Presidential proposals irt Mid-Session Review) 
($ ln millions) 

1979 
PA Base T.otal 

. BA . . • . .  • � • .. · � . . . .. . . . •  � . . � I � ••. ·•· • i. 

· 0 u t 1 a y s • . . . ,' . ·. , • . • . . � • , · • • .. . . � 
90.4 
88.1 

],979 

-1 . -1 

1980 1.981 

Suggested· action: Reduce travel funds in the .P.A account from $7. 5M to $6. SM. This reduction is justified 

by (1) reduced traveling by youth programs staff as they get the youth initiatives up and running (essentially 
done by end of FY 1978), by (2) reduced traveling by veterans employment_representativ'es (assumes present 
employment success of veterans relative to nonveterans will continue), and by (3) actual travel in 1978 at lower 
than expected rates. . 



197:·g Budget Reductions 
Department of L�bor: Employment and Training Administration 

Name· of· _j;\f·fec·ted·
_

program: 

Program Administration (PA) account 

N�ture of action: Type of action r �quired : 

Substantive· (affecting program) . _Rescission proposal -
.,.....,.,.,... .. Deferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way Other legislation 

(Check 
.one) 

programs are carried out) x Administrative action x 
_..;.;;..._ 

'·; 

7"-20-78 
LVE 

Note: !f two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dolJ,;ar 
amount for each 

Bud�et effect (Ch ange from �residential proposals in Mid-Session R�view) 
($ in millions) 

1979 
PA Base Total 

BA
·
. I. I I • .  1 .  I • •  I. I I I .I 1

· 
.. I • •  · 1

,
1 I I.

. 90.4 
Ou_tlay$ �·I I I I I I I I • , I I I I I I � I I I I 88.1 

1979 

-0. :};! 
-0.5 

1/ Ballpark estimate, ETA unabl.e to break qut costs at this time • 

:4�89 1981 
" 

-0.5 -0.5 
-0.5 -0.5 

. 
Suggested· action: Terminate two ETA publications: (1) "ETA Interchange'' (the house organ); and 
(2) "WORK.LIFE" (sunnnaries of R&D results and other program information). ·The publicat;lons are unnecessary 
because whatever public business they ttal:ls�ct coi_lld be done more efficiently (e.g., by field memorandum to 
affected parties). No rescission is prop9sed-identified savings woulQ. offset pay increase. 

. 



197;9 Budget Redu.ctions 
Department. of Labor: Employment and Training Administration 

Name· of· af·fec·ted· program: 

Veterans Emp,leyment Service (VES) {_Program Administration (PA) account) 

Nature of action: Type of act�on req�i�ed: 

Substantive' (affecting progra�) Rescission proposal 
-·· Defe.rral proposal, 

Operational (affecting way 
pro�rams are car�ied out) 

Other legislation 
Administrative action 

X_ 

(Check 
.one) 

---
Reduction' in force 

•.J 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of . . 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ ln

.
millions) 

1979 
PA Base Total 

BA • • • . • • I • • • • • • • • • • •  I • I • • • I • • 

O�tlays . , . . .  � � .  �., . . . . . · . . . . .  . 

90.;4 
88.1 

A9 8 o 1981 

-2 -2 
-2 -2 

Suggested· �ction: Reduce VES full time personnel ceiling by 52 positions. Recent studies of veterans 
employment patterns has led to the conclusion by DPS, CEA, and OMB (independently) that theJ:e is no significant 
veterans employment problem (i.�., controlling for age and race, vets do better than nonvets). Thus thete is he 

ptog:tatmnatic reason for special veterans employment personnel. Since most of VES staffing is mandated by law, 
and will be difficult·to change, this proposal is limited to a large portion (65%) Qf non-rnand�ted staff. (The 
52 positions are the secretaries attached to each State Veterans Employment Representative. Th� State 
Employment. Service o.ffices can be directed to absorb these clerical duties.) . 



197:9 Budget Reductions 
Department of Labor: Employment and Training Administration 

Name· of· af.fe·c·ted· program: 

Office of Youth Programs (OYP) (Program Administration (PA) account) 

Nature of action: Type of action r�quired: 

Sub$tantive·(affecting program) · ReScission proposal * 

. __ .. Deferral proposal 
Operational (affecting way Other legislation 

(Check 
.one) 

programs are car�ied out) -2L Administrative action ---

•.} 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of . 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar· 
amount for each 

Budqet effect (Change from ?residential proposals ih Mid-Session Review) 
TDn millions) 

1979 
PA Base_ To1;a;L. 

BA . . • . . .• . . . . . .. • • . • . . . . • . . . . .  I 

Outlays. , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
90.4 
88.1 

1979 

-1 
-1 

1980 1981 

-1 -1 
-1 -1 

Sugqested· action: ·Reduce OYP full time personnel ceiling by .30 positions. The extra staff now necessary 
for program .implementation will not be needed when program is ;fully operational and entering a maintenance 
phase in 1979. In addition, Job Corps operations staff needs will be less because of slower than e*pected 
phase-up. Thi� proposal merely holds OYP at its 1978 leve'l. 



19 7:9 Budget Reductions 
Department.o£ Labor: Employment and Training Administration 

Name· of· af·.eec·ted program: 

7-20 .... 78 
LVE 

Office of Policy Evaluation anci Research (OPEl�.) . (Program Administration (PA) account) 

(Check 
.one) 

Nature of action: Type of action r�quired: 

Substantive· (affecting program) Rescission proposal 
-

.. Deferral proposal 
X 

Operationai (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Other legislation 
_!.__ Administrative action _ 

......,....,.;..,..-----. 

Reduction· in force 

•.J 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budg�t effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ ln millions) 

19/9 
PA Base Total 

.BA • • • • •. • • • • • •  � • • • • • • • • I • •  I • • I 

Outla_.ys . . . . . . .  , , . . . . . . , . .  · . . .  . 

90.4 
88.1 

1979 

-1 
-1 

1980 

-1 
-1 

1981 

. -1 

-1 

Suggested· action: Reduce OPER full time personnel ceiling by 25 positions. OMB has seen little quality 
output from t.his office, and believes a. reduction would have limited impact on program effectj.veness. 
Additionally, another ETA office (youtl:l programs) has just been able to Iilanage about $100M in R&D grant funds 
on a start-up basis with about 15-20 people, while OPER manages about $20:...$25M in grants, many of which are 
on-going. 



197;9 Budget Reductions 
Department of Labor: Employment and Training Administration 

Comprehensive Employment and Training Act 

Nature ot action: Type of ac tion r�gu i red : 

(Check 
.one) 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Substantive· (affecting 

Operational (affecting 
programs a�e carried 

program) �escission proposal 
. . · - ··Deferral proposal 

way Other legi�lation X 

out) .lL- Ad mini strat i ve action ._. _______ ...., 

Budget Amendment X 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

'. ) 

Budqet effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Revie�) : 
($ ln millions) 

);3A , , , • , , .• , , , • , , , • , , , , • , , • • ·, , • 
Outlays, .............. , .. , , . . . 

1979 
B�se Total 

10,808 
11,356 

1979 

-100 
-]_00 

1980 

-100 
-100 

;L_9 81 

-100 
-100 

Suggested· qCtion: Reduce State and local administrative expenses about 10% in all CETA pro grams by: 

1) seeking authority· in the pending CETA reauthorization for 1979 for the 
Secretary to establish maximum amounts for administrative costs; and 

2) amend pending budget request for 1979. 



19i9 Budget Reductions · 

Department _ _  of Labor: Employment and Training Administration 

Name· of· a f.��·c·ted p_rogram : 

Job Corps (Employment and Training Assistance account) 

Nature of action: 'rype of_ aqt�on_ required: 

(Check 
.one) 

Substantive· (affecting progra�} x �escission proposal 
-

··
Deferral proposal 

_Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Other legislation 
Administrative action 
Budget amendment -�x:-_ -

• . ..  1 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid�Session Review) 
($ in millions) 

1979 
Job Corps aqS!=_ ':I'otal 

B� I • • • • • . I • • • • • • •  I • • • • • • • • • • •  I 296 
Outl�ys ................ , . ... . 326 

1979 

-150. 
1/ 

1980 1981 

-36 
-11 

llout+ays do not change because we ate already projecting these lower Job Corps outlays in 
the mid-session estimate. 

Suggested· act;i.on: Reduce public Job Corps expansion target from 44,000 enrollees by mid-FY 1979 to 36,000 
enrollees at the end of FY 1979. Project attainment of 44,000 target by end of FY 1980. Enrollment at the 
statt of expansion was 22,200 (October 1977). Enrollment is now 23,400 (June 1978) versus a planned level of 
31,800 -- essentially no expansion has occurred. Present targets are unreachable. The proposal admits this 
publicly', but aff:i..rms.an eventual doub;Ling of the program as originally proposed. 



19i9 Budget Reductions 
Depa,rtment 

.
of Labor: Employment and Training Administ ration 

Name· of· a.f.fec·ted· program: 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Summer Program for Economically Disadvantaged Youth
. 

(SPEDY) (Employmen.t and Training Assistance account) 

Nature of aqtion! Type of action r�quired: 

(Check 
.one) 

Substantive · (affecting progra�) x Rescission proposal 
- ··Deferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X Other legislation 
Administ�ative action 

........,__ Budget Amendment _._'""::x�· 

'. ) 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of . 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Bud�et effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ i.r\ millions) 

1979 
SPEDY Base Total 

BA . . , . , • , . , , .. , . , . , , ... , , . , , , , 
outlays I t t 1 t t � t t 1 1 1 1 1 1 t 1 t I I I I 

740 
763 

1979 

-74 
-74 

1980 

-79 
-79 

;1,.981 
-85 
-85 

Sugqested' action: Reduce SPEDY eligibility from ages 14-21 to ages 14-19 -- eliminate youth ages 20-21. 
The main economic purpose of this program is to provide part-time summer jobs to in-school youth whose summer 
labor supply exceeds demand. Its social purpose is to keep large numbers of youth in groups from hanging out 
on the streets. Both purpos�s arguE! for limiting eligibility to teens, who (1) are more likely to be in the 
in-scho61 situation, and (2) are more .likely to be unemployed. The 20-21 group still has available to it the 
Young Adult Conservation Corps,· the Job Corps, other year-round youth employment and training p ,rogra:ms, and 
the propos.ed targeted employment; tax credit.. The reduction shown here assumes that half of the 20% of total 
orogram dollars now going to this age group is reprogrammed fot re:maini11g youth. 



197;9 Budget Reductions 
Departmen� of Labor: Employ111ent and Training Administration 

Name· of· af·fe·c·ted program: 

Public Service Employment (CETA) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive· (af fecting program)� .. Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way Other leg i s l ation 

(Check 
.one) 

programs are carried out) Administrative action 
� ------

Budget Amendment X 

'·1 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kin ds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 

·amount for each 

B�d�et effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Revi�w) 
T$'in millions) 

BA • . . . . . . I • • ·' . . .... . . . I • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays . . . .  � . . . . . . . . . . , . . , . .  . 

1979 
Base Total 

5 ,.955 
6,203 

:1,979 

-1,000 
�1,000 

1980 1981 

Suggested' action: President's budget now calls for 725,000 PSE jobs in 1979, a� arbitrary (i.e., non­
unemployment rate related) total pic�ed to give a period of stability to the program following the rapid 
stimulus build-up to this level in 1977-78. If the Ad111inistration's CETA legislative proposal for PSE 
beginning in 19,80 where operative for 1979, only .$3 billion could be available based on current unemployment 
rate estimates. A cut of $1 billion ill 1979 (about 100,000 jobs) will help phase the program down, as 
originally planned in the Econoinic Stimulus strategy, and make it a little easier to achieve the much reduced 
levels in the President's budget estimates for 1980 ($3 billion) and 1981 ($3 pillion). 

A further reduction of $500 mplion to $1 billion cot,�ld as readily be justified in relation to the unemployment 
rate and would make the transition to 1980 smoother.· 



l9i9 Bud��t Reductions 
Department of Labor: E�ployment and Training Administration 

Name· of· af.fected· program: 

Employment Security Automation Project (Grants to States fo:t Ut and ES) 

Nature of act ion : Type of action re·quired: 

Substantive· (affecting progra�) � Rescission proposal x 
- .. Deferral proposal 

op·erational (affecting way Other legislation 
programs are carried out) � Administrative action .:x: 

1.) 

(Check 
.one) 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Bud�et effect (Change from Presidential proposals in M id - Se s sion Review) 
($ ln millions) 

BA , . , . . ... .  , .. , . . , , • .  

· , . , , , , , , , , 
OUtlays. , . , . ... . , .. , . . . . . , , . , . .. 

1979 
B��e 'J'qt,al 

40 
40 

1.97 9 

�20 
-20 

1980 1981 

-30 -40 
-30 -40 

Suggested· act ion: Eliminate this project as a national effort, and proceed with automation of the 100% 
Federally funded State Employment Security Agencies as each is ful,ly justified, and as funds are available 

within normal operating costs. The Pepartmeilt of Labor has not showri that the benefits of automating job 

matching justify the costs. · Department and State agencies would oppose reducing automation funds. 
(Federal employment -51 FTP end 79). 



l9i9 Budget Reductions 
Department of Labor: Employment Stanciardl? Administration 

Name· of· af.fec·ted· program: 

Federal Employee Workers' Compensation Program 

Nature of action: Type of action r�quired: 

Substantive· (affecting progra�) -� Rescis a ion proposal 
-

··
Deferral proposal 

operational (affecting way 
programs are carried o�t) 

Other legislation 
x Ad�inistrative action· 

X 

(Check 
. one) 

---

'- J 

7--20-18 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budqet effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ ln millions} 

1979 
aq,se Total 

BA • • . . . . •  I • • • • • • • • • • • • •  ' • • • •  I • 228 
Outlays, . . . .  · . .  , ,,,,, , ,-,,, . , . ,  228 

1979 

0 
0 

1980 
1/ 

-- 1/ 

19el 

)./ 
-- l/ 

Suggested· action: Submit legislation to modify certain segments of the Fecierat Employees' Compensation 
Act (FECA) such as: a) establishing a two day waiting period at the beginning of each disability; b) suspension 
of compensation for refusal to undergo vocational rehabilitation; c) extending reemployment rights from one to 
.two years; and ,d) providing · benefits that are lower than ·previous take home pay. · 

1/ The outlay effect �f these potential changes is_ difficult to estimate at this time. However, the DOL -- when· it 
initial.ly made these proposals in 1977 -- projected a potential savings in the future of aboUt $100M annually. 



l9i9 audget Reducti ons 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Department o_f Labor: Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) 

Name· of· affec·t·ed program: 

Safety a_nd health inspection of mines 

(Check 
.one) 

Natur� o{ action: Type of action r�quired: 

Substantive· (affecting 

Op�rational (affectirtg 
programs are carried 

program) x Resci�sion proposal 
· . -

··
Deferral proposal 

way Other legis l a tion 

out) Administrative action 

'. ) 

X 

X 

---

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 

. identify dollar 
amount for eqch 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Ses�ion Review) : 

($ in millions) 

BA . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .  I • I I 

outlays i • • • • • •  , • .• • • • • • , • •  , • • • 

1979 
Base_ ';I'Q_ta:I,. 

123.5 
120 

1979 

-6 . 7 
-6.7 

1980 1981 

-6.7 -6.7 
-6.7 -6.7 

SugqeS�ed' q.ctiQn: Propose legislation to allow administrative discretion for assigning safety and health 
inspections in surface mines anq mines that operate only intermittently. This would allow DOL to reduce MSHA 
inspections by about 15,400 and inspection personnel by 270. 
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19i9 Budget Reductions 
Depart111ent o.f Labor: Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) 

Name· of· af.fec·ted program: . . . 

Coal mine heal-th and safety technical assistance and resident inspec;tions 

Nature of action� 'rype o:( .e�.ction required: 

(Check 
.one) 

Substantive· (affecting program) . Rescission proposal 
-··Deferral proposal 

X 

Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) 
Other legislation 

k Administrative action 
-�:�.. ------

( ·, 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
mote kincis of 
actions are needed, 
identify·dollar 
amount for .each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
'($ in miliions) 

BA . . . . . .  , .. .. � . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . , 

Outlays .. . .
. 

• . . .  , . . , , .. . . . . . .  _ . .  

1979 
Base Total 

123.5 

1�0 

1979 

-11.7 

.... u. 7 

1980 

-11.7 

-11.7 

1981 

.,...11. 7 

-11.7 

Suggested· action: Redu¢e MSHA budget for coal mine iJl$pections in excess of legal requirements for 
investigations tliat are not legally required that assist coal mine operators with t.echnical problems, and 
for a special emphasis program of resident Federal inspectors in very hazardous mines. This would allow 
DOL to reduce.t-tSHA in$pections and investigations by aboue 37,200 and personnel by 470. 



NC!me of· affected prqgr.am: 

19i9 � Budget Reductions 
Department of Labor: Departmental Management 

Trade Adjustment Assistance (Federal Unemployment and Be_pefit Allowances) 

Nature of a c tion :  Type of actio n r�quired: 

Substantive· (affecting program) � .. Resc issio n proposal 
Deferral proposal 

Op-erati·onal (affecting way Other legislation X 

(Check 
. one ) 

programs are ca rried out) Administrative action ........,.,..___ 

•.) 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of . 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

�ud�et effect (Change from P residential propo�als in Mid-Session Review) 
n-3-n milif6ns) 

BA ·' • • • • • • • � • • • • • I • • • � • I • •  I I • •  

O_utlays ... . , . . ....... � , . , .. , .. 

1979 
Base Total 

240 
240 

1979 _1980 1981 

-120 -_200 
-120 -200 

Suggested· action: Propose legislation to eliminate this prograt11 of special cash benefits to workers 

the Secretary· of Labor determines have suffered ioss of employment due to increased imports. Workers woul<i 

still collect regular unemployment insura11ce and be eligible for job search, training, etc., like other 
unemployed. Ot;ganized lapor would strongly oppose elimimition of the program, even though there is no ' 

evidence it helps workers adjust to th.e loss of work. (More than 75% of workers at� back at work by the 

time they get their checks.) (Federal employment -154 FTP at end FY 80). 



l9i9 Budget Reductions 
Department of Labor: Departmental Management 

Name· of· af·.fe·c·ted· program: 

Women's Bureau 

Nature of action: Type of action r�quired: 

Substantive· ( affecting progra�) � Rescissi6n proposal 
-... Deferral proposal 

Op�rational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 

.one) 

Other legislation 
�dministrative action � --�--

•.) 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
rnore kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amol1nt for each 

BUcl�et effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review )  
($ ln millions) 

BA �- . . .  ' . I • • • . • • • • • •  � • • • • • • • • .• •  
Outlays,·, . . .. . .  , . . . . . • . . i ·  • • • • • •  

1979 
Base Total 

2.5 
2.:5 

1�79 

-1.2 
-1.2 

1980 1981 

-2.5 -2.5 
-2.5 -2.5 

Suggested' action: Eliminate. (-73 FTP). Function of the Women's Bureau is to increase the availability 

to women of apprenticeship and other nontraditional jobs. through public relations activities and advocacy. Role 

has been assmned by legal enforcement under EEO laws and Executive Orders • .. Proposal to eliminate the 

organization would be strongly opposed by Women's groups. 
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Budget examiner; 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Name of affected program: International Narcotics Control Assistance 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

.. X: 

Type of action. required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra 1 propos a 1 

Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget_ effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Rev iew): 

1979 
Base Total 

BA (mi 11 ions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 40 
Outlays (mi 11 ions) • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . • • • • . . • • 40 

Suggested action: 

X 

19.7_9 

-5 

-3 

Kavaliunas 

4580' 

-1 -1 

Requirements for aircraft and related support costs and conununications equipment are not adequately 
justified for the program in Mexico. Recently increased 1978 obligations wi 11 finance some components 
budgeted for 1979. Lack of enforcement performance by the Boliv ian government warrants reductions in 
the budgeted 1979 program for that country. 

July 21, 1978 
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Budget examiner; 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Name of affected program: Operation of consulates abroad (S&E) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 

BA (mi 11 ions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outlays (01i 11 ions) . . • . . •• . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Suggested action 

Base Total 

60 

58 

x 

W. Fee 

4580 . 

1980 

-1 

-1 

1981 

-1 
-1 

Of the 120 American consulates abroad, close 12, representing small posts no longer of high priority. 
Savings are slight because staffs are small and some would have to remain to process consular work­
loitds at the embilss.v. For�i�n governments would object. Closing costs would equal savings in 1979. 
The 12 posts could be selected from the following 17: Bel em, Porto Alegre, and Salvador, Brazil; 
Hermosillo, Matamoros, and Mazatlan, Mexico; Curacao, Neth. Antilles; Bremen, Germany; Goteborg, 
Sweden; Strasbourg and Nice, France; Oporto, Portugal; Salzburg, Austria; Mandalay, Burma; Songkhla, 
Thailand; Medan I Indonesia; Bri sbanel Australia. 

July 21 1 1978 



Budget examiner: Wm. Fee 
--------

Te 1 ephone: _4_5_80 _____ _ 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Name of affected p)"ogram: Non-irrmigrant visas (S&E ) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive ( affecting program } 

Operational ( affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 

Type of a_ction required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect ( Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

1979 

BA (millions ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outl ilYS ( mi 11 ions} • • • • . • • • . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Suggested action 

Base Total 

17 
17 

X 

1979 
� 

-1 
-1 

1980 

-3 
-3 

1981 

-3 
-3 

Introduce legislation in next Congress to waive the requirement for non-immigrant visas for business and 
pleasure trips to the U.S. by citizens of 17 countries with large visa workloads and very low fraud and 
refusal rates ( e.g., U.K . .  Japan) . Would facilitate travel and reduce costs by 1/6 when savings are 
annualized in 1980. Would involve explaining to other countries why their citizens still need visas, 
and persuading Congress this step would not admit security risks or illegal aliens. First-year savings 
would be applied to 1979 pay supplemental. 

Note: Proposed reorganization plan transfer of immigration policy, including regulation of visa issuance, 
to the Attorney General may indicate postponement of a decision on this matter until the Attorney General 
assumes responsibility and studies the question. 

July 21, 1978 
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1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Budget examiner: ....,Wm_.;..._F.;;. ee;;..._ ___ _ 

Telephone: _45
_
8
_
0 ____ _ 

.Name of affected program: User charges for consular services {Misc. receipts to the Treasury} 

Nature of action: 

Substantive {affecting program} 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out} X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
A�ministrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 

BA (millions) · · ·!· · · · · ·· 

Outlays (millions) . • • • . .  

Suggested action 

Receipts 
Receipts 

B.ase Total 

-13 
-13 

X 

1979 

-10 
-10 

1980 

-48 
-48 

1981 

-55 
-55 

Raise immigrant visa fee from $25 to $75 to fully cover issuance costs, and raise passport fee from $13 to 
$20 to cover the cost of consular services now provided free to Americans overseas. Because immigrant 
visa and passport issuance fees are set by law, legislation would be required to set fees on a cost 
basis. Congressmen and organizations dealing with immigration and the U.S. traveling public might object, 
but the additional fees would represent only a small part of an individual's cost of emigrating or 
traveling abroad. Legislation would not achieve full annual effect until 1980. 

July 21, 1978 
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Budget examiner: --.;,;,;H.._ .•. ....;F�e�e ____ _ 

Telephone: ..._,_45_8_o ,__·-- --

Name of affected program: Travel (S&E} 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
·programs are carried out} X 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Type oJ action required; 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget e_ffect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 

BA (mi 11 ions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outlays (mi 11 ions) ............................... . 

Suggested action 

Base Total 

50 
48 

X 

1979 

-5 
-3 

1980 

-5 
-5 

1981 

-5 
-5 

Reduce change of station travel by 10% through lengthening tours of duty abroad. Reduce other travel 
by 10%. (Travel of security and communication� personnel would be exeropt from the latter reduction.) 
Savings could reduce need. for 1919 pay supplemental. 

July 21 , 1978 



Budget examiner: 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program: Motor vehicles 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 
Base Total 

BA (mi 11 ions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Out·l ays (mi 11 i oos) ............................... . 

Suggested action 

X 

1979 

.,.1 
-1 

W. fee 

4580. 

1980 

-1 
-1 

1981 

-1 
-1 

Reduce purchase and operating costs by 10% by greater use of local overseas transportation systems, 
replacement of vehicles at higher mileage, and use of foreign vehicles where cheaper in terms of 
l ife-cycle costs. OMB study two yedrs ago found need to tighten up motor vehicle operations. Savings 
would be applied to pay increase costs. 

July 21, 1978 
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Budget examiner; 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Name of affected __ program: Overseas staff housing (S&E) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Type ofacti()n required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

. Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

- 1979 

BA ( mi 11 ions ) . . . . � . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outlays (mi 11 ions) • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • . •  

Suggested action 

Base Total 

38 

38 

X 

1979 

- -

W. Fee 

4580. 

19_80 

-1 
-1 

1981 

-2 
-2 

Reduce scope and cost of housing units rented for Foreign Service employees abroad where these are 
larger than the U.S. Government would construct for them under approved space criteria. Recent GAO 
study finds that lack of central control has resulted in overseas posts• leasing or paying rental 
allowances for quarters with 10-20% more space than new construction criteria authorize. State plans 
to centraliie control and will review leases as they are renewed. But it will take up to 10 years to 
renegotiate all leases and in some areas scarcity of acceptable housing may require retention of. 
larger units. Estimate assumes leases can eventually be reduced 10%, rental allowances 5%. 

July 21 , 1978 
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1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Budget examiner: 

Telephone : 

Wm. Fee 

4580 

Name of affected program: Construction and acquisition of offices and staff housing abroad 

Nature ofuaction: Type of acti.on required: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 

BA (mill ions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . .  -: .  

Outlays (JOi 11 ions) ............................... . 

Suggested action 

Base Total 

50 
33 

X 

1979 

-13 
-4 

1980 

-14 
-10 

1981 

-17 
-15 

Reduce construction and acquisition of na-� facilities (other than the new project in Moscow) 25% below 
projected levels. While reducing outlays in the short run, this would raise costs in the long run by 
losing planned savings in rentals through acquiring offices and housing. Both substantive and ap­
propriations COI11Dittees of the Congress have strongly supported the acquisition program. 

July 21, 1978 
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Budget exam1ner; 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of State 

Name of affected program: Special resettlement aid to East European refugees 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 

Type of action regu_ired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

BA (mi 11 ;·ons) ... � ................ . ............... . 
Outlays (mill ions) ............................... . 

Suggested action 

1979 
Base Total 

20 
15 -4 

Kaval i.unas 

4580. 

1980 

-10 
-5 

1981 

-5 
..5 

Pressures from Jewish organizations resulted in a $20 million new program being initiated in the 1979 
budget to assist the organizations in resettling Eastern Europeans in the United States. Reliance has 
been on private contribution in past except for special welfare programs for large infl�xes of Cubans 
and Indochinese. Primary reliance should continue on private contributions. A 25% reduction 
($5 m11Hon) in the proposed assistance is justified for this new marginal activity. Such a reduction 
would provoke objections from the Jewish organizations and some Members of Congress. ($5 million would 
be deferred in 1979 resulting in a $10 million reduction in BA in 1980 and $5 million thereafter.) 
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Budget examiner: Geary Anc. s 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Red�ctions 
Department of Transportation 

Office of the Secretary 

Name of affected program Office of the Secretary 

(Check 
Nature of action: one) Type ofaction regu:ired: 

Substantive (affecting progra�} . ----"---,----,- Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) __ ....:.X::___ Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals inMid-SessiQnReview): 
1979 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . • . . . • • . .. •  , . . • • •  , . • . . . . . . • .  �· • .  
Outl�ys . .. . ... . .

.
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .  , .. . , . . . . . · . . . .  . 

Suggested.a�tion 

Base Total 197�9 

33.335 
33,335 

-200 
�200 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980 

X5664 

Note: If two 
or more ki rids of 
actions are needed, 
identify dolhr 
amount for each 

1981 

The 1979 budget proposed procurement of a 11Secretarial Information Retrieval System .. to replace current 

correspondence control equipment� Use of the current equipment could be extended with a savings of the 

$200 thousand proposed for purchase of the new equipment. 



Budget examiner; Geary Andrews 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

u.s. Coast Guard 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program Marine Environment�l Protection/Port Safety Progr(lms 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (�ffecting program) 

Oper(ltional (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 

X 

one) Type of action required: 

---- Rescjssion proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislatioh 

-------�--"- Administrative action 

(Check 
one) 

. X 

X4674 

Note: If two . 
or more. kinds of 
actions are needed. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review):($ in thousands) 

BA ··· · · · ·· · · · ··�···· · · · · · ·· · · · ·· · ··· ··-:· · · · · · · · · · · · 

Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . . . . . . . . .. . .  ·, ••. . , �· , , . • • . . . . .. � .. 

Suggested action 

1979. 
Base Total 

190,000 
190,000 

-2,000 
-2,000 

1980 � 

-2,000 
-'"2?000 

1�81 

-2,000 
-2,000 

Reduction in the number of routine patrols by small boats and aircraft to detect pollution incidents or 
hatbor safety violations. These patrols bave a "cop-on�the�beat" effect of reducing unla�ful or unsafe 
behavior. Some diminution of this effect could take place without seriously detrimental effects. 



Budget examiner: Geary Andrew. 

Telephone: X4764 

1979 Budget Reductio�s 
Department of Transportation 

U.S. Coast Guard 

Name of affected program Reserve Training 

(Check 
Nature of action: one) Type of action .r�uired: 

Substantive (affecting program) -----'-- Rescisston proposal 
. Deferra 1 proposa 1 

Operational (affecting way Other legislation 
programs are carried out) X . Administrative action 

------�---=---

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review ) : ($ 

BA . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . � � . . . . , . . , • . • •  , . • • , , , , ,_ , • , . . • , . , . , • , 

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Suggested action 

• 1979 . 

Base Total 
·.1979 

19.000 
19,000 

-1,000 
.,..1,000 

(Check 
one). 

X Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

in thousands) 

1980 1981 

-1,000 -1,000 
-1,000 -1,000 

Increase on-the-job training for d�illing Coast Guard reserve personnel with corresponding decreases in 
formal classroom training at Yorktown Reserve Training Center or at other military training schools. 

' , . 

I 

! 

I 
i ' 



1979 Pudget Reductions 
Department of Tran�portation 

U.S. Coast Guard 

Name of affected program Contract Services 

Nature of action: 
(Check 

one) Type of action reQuired: 

Substantive (affecting program) 
�..,.-...-'--'-­

R�stission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Otber legi�lation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) X Adll)inistt"ativ� ac;tion -----

Budget examiner: Geary Andrew. 

Telephone: 

(Check 
one) 

X 

X4764 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget eftec_t (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid..-Session Review): ($ in thousands) 
1979 

BA . . .. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  '· . ' • •  I • • • • • • • • •  ' .
..

. . .  it � 
Out 1 ays . • . • . . . . • . . . . •  , • . •  , • .  , . . .  • • , , � , • ·' . •  , . •  , . . .•• • � 

Suggested action 

Base Total 1979 1980 1981 

108,000 
108,000 

-5,000 
-5,000 

-5,00'0 -5,000 
-�,000 -5,000 

Coast Guard's use of contract services has increased 20% since 1977, reflecting a greater reliance on 
contract services, primarily to overcome the effects of staffing ceilings, Reduction holds Coast Guard 
to the 1978 level, or 14% over 1977 level, 

I 
' 



Budget examiner: G. Andret 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program 

Coast Guard Operations 

Nature of action: 

l979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

U.S. Coast Guard 

(Check 
one) Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) �--'-'---� Rescission ptoposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other 1egislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _,__--'-'X'---- Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid�Sess1on Review): 

B_A · ·· � · · · · · · · -· ··. · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · ·• · · •• · · · · · · · · · • · · · · ·  

Out 1 ay·s .. . . .. . . . . . � • ·· . • • . . • . . • • • • .  � • , • •  , . •. , . • • . ·• • • . •  -.. . 

Suggested action 

1979 
. 

Base Total 1979 

1,500 
1,500 

-1,500 
-1,500 

(Check 
one) 

X 

-1,500 
-1,�00 

4764 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount fot each 

1981 

-1,500 
-1,500 

This proposal would entail modernizing laws dealing with the docu111entation and measurement of vessels 
and with the documentation of seamen. Two controversial items of this proposal are recovery of fees 
for documentation of pleasure vessels and changing the procedures for dealing with seamen documentg­
tion (opposed by the seamen•s ·unions). The proposed changes were originally requested in 1977, but 
received little support in Congress. 

· 



Budget examiner; J. Mu 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

Federal Avi�tion Administration 

Metropolitan Washington Airports (Operations & Maitehance) 
(Check 

Nature of action: one) Type oJ act i on required: 

Substantive (affecting program) ___ _ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

--,------

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA . • • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • . • • • • •  , • • • •  , • •  , • • • • • •  , • • .  , • •  

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . , . . . . . . . . . . . 

Suggested a�tion 

Base Tota 1 1979 

23,858 

23,878 

-160 

-160 

(Check 
one) 

X 

X 

1980 

-160 

-160 

4752 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed , 

identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-160 

-160 

Savings of $160Jooo would be gained by eliminating two parking lots reserved exclusively for members of Congress, 
Supreme Court Judges, and foreign diplomats at National Airport. Reserved are 91 prime parking spaces 
at the main terminal and 9 at the north terminal. Police protection is required 16 hours per day. The 
public has strongly opposed the existence of these lots. 



1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Tr�nsportation 

Federal Highway Administration 

Name of affected program Territ.orial Highways 

(Check 
Nature of action: one} Typ� �faction required: 

Substantive (Jffecting program} X 
---'-�- Rescission proposal 

Deferral propoSal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _____ Administrative action 

Budget exam1 ner; Kenneth Sc.. .... 4rtz 

Telephone: X5664 
�.,....,....------

(Check 
one) 

X Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA . . . . . . . . . . .  · . . . • . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .  � ·  

Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • .. . . . .  , . . • . .. . • • .  , . , . . .  , . . . •. .  � . 

Suggested action 

Base Total 1979 

5,600 
8;500 

-5,600 -5,600 
.-1,200 -3;800 

1981 

-5,600 
-4,800 

Rescind Federal highway grant assistance to·u.s. Territories on the basis that the Territories do not contribute 
taxes to the Highw�y Trust Fund and therefore should not receive Federal highway assistance. 



Budget examiner; Kenneth Schwa. _ 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

Federal Highway Administration 

Name of affected program Highway Research and Development 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting progra111) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

{Check 
one) Type of action required: 

----
Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

__ ....:X.:.___ Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . . • . . • • •  , . ,, . , ,  • .  , . . . ••. . • • •. 

Out l4ys . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . .  � � . . . . . .. . . , . , , .. , . , .. � .. . 

Suggest�d action 

Base Total 1979 

900 
300 

{Check 
one) 

. ··x 

X 

..... 

X5664 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are ne�ded� 
identify dollar 
amount for �ach 

Defer architectural and engineering plan.ning and site preparation associated with construction of a $6,550 

thousand addition to the Fairbank Highway Research Station at Langley, Va. Since this is funded through 

11take-downs11 on other highway grant accounts, there is no dollar savings overall, The funds "saved'' will, 

I in effect, be spent by states for highway construction. 

I 

I 
; 



1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

Federal Highway Administration 

Budget examiner: Kenneth Sc1 tz 

Telephone: X5664 
---....;--...:..------

Name of affected program Highways Crossing Federal Projects (Tennessee�Tombigbee Bridges) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting prog�am) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 
one) 

X 
----

Typ� �f action required; 

Resc.i ssion proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

---�- Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

. 

Base Tota 1 1979 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

·B.A. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • • •  · • • • • •  � • • • • • • . • •  , 
16,000 
17,900 

�16.000 -14,000 �� 

Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . •. . . . . • • . . • . • � . •  , . •  , _. , , . .  , . . . ..• . •  
- 3.200 - 9,000 -11,000 

Suggested action 

Rescind the 1979 highway assistance proposed for bri�ge construction associated primarily with construction 

of the Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway, When the waterway was originally authorized, the involved states and 

local communities indicgted that tbey would assume 100% of the costs associated with bridge construction 

and reconstruction. (Note: $70 million has already been appropriated for th1s program). 



·Budget exami ner; 

Telephone: 

Geary Andrew. 

X4764 . 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

National Highway Traffic Safety Admi n i strat i on 

Name of affected program National Driver Register (NOR ) 

Nature of act ion : 
{Check 
one) Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) -=X-___ 

Operational (affecting way· 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legi �lation 
�d111inistrative action ---,...---

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid:..session Review): 
1979 

QA . . • . • • . • • • • • • . . • • • • • •. • • • • • • • •  , • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • •  

Outl�ys ............. , ............. , .. , .. . _ �· · · ··· · · · · ·  

Suggested. a.ct ion 

Base Total 1979 

1,600 
1,600 

..1,000 
·1,000 

(Check 
one) 

1980 

.. 1,600 
-1�600 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
acti ons are needed, 
i dent i fy do 11 a r 

· 

amount for each 

l98l 

-1,600 
-1,600 

A recent GAO report indicated that this program was not effective and little used by the States. In addition, 
the report indicated that some States were calling other States directly to obtain information on the status 
of particular drivers, in preference to using the computerized NHTSA system, A change in legislation is 
needed to remove the requirement for maintaining the NOR. 

· 



Budget examiner: Geary Andrews 

Te 1 ephone: _;X;.;...4=7-=6_,_4 ____ _ 

1979 Budget Reduct1ons 
Oepe1rtment of.Transportation 

National Highway Traffic Safety AQministration 

Name of affected program. Automobile Rating System 

Nature of actiori: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carri.ed out ) 

(Check 
one) Type of action required: 

X 
---- Rescission proposal 

Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

=-:----- Administrative aCtion 

Budget effect (Change from Presidentia 1 proposa 1 s in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · · ·•· -· ·• · · · · · · · · ··· · · · · · · · · · ·• · · · ·  

Out 1 �ys "' . � . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • .  ,· . . • . . .  , . • •.. , , . •  , . , . . . .. . 

Suggested · il<::_t i _on 

Base Total 1979 

1,500 
1 ,500 

-1 ,500 
-h500 

(Check 
one) 

X Note: If two 
or more k inds of 
actions are needed, 
1dent1f.Y dollar 

-- amount for each 

198.0 

.-sao 
-500 

198 1 

.... 

Terminate efforts designed to develop a consumer oriented rating system for automobiles based on relative 
crashworthiness, damageability and repairability, The NHTSA Administre1tor is committed to consumer programs 
and would oppose any reduction, We believe, however, this type of consumer program is not a critical Federal 
r�sponsibility. 



Budget examiner� . Michael Ptigg) 

T e 1 ephone: _4;,.._7�52;;;...· .....-----......,..,._ 

1979 Budget Redu<: ti ons 
Department of Transportation 

Federal Railroad Administration 

Name of affected program Rail Safety 

Nature of action: 
(Check 

one) · Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) __ ___,.._,_,_ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _ __.!X.:.___,....._ Admi ni!;trati ve action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . , • . • . . . . . •  , . ,, • • . • . • . . . • . • . . . .  

Out 1 ay.s . • . . . . . . • . • . •  , • . •  , • • • • • • • • •  , .• • , • • • • • • . • • • •• . 

Sugg�sted attion 

Base Tota 1 1979 

24,155 
25;351 

-5,100 
.. 1,020 

(Check 
Qne) 

X 

4,080 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
afilOunt for each 

1981 

Delete the purchase of a fifth automatic track inspection vehicle. Although redundant capability would 
be lost, the current four vehicles would still allow annual inspection of 75% of the nation's track 
annually. 



Budget examiner: Michael Driggs 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reduction� 
Department of Transportation 

Federal Railroad Ad.ministration 

Name of affected pro9ram Rail Research and Development 

Nature Qf �ction: 
(Check 
one) T.ype of :action required: 

Substantive (affecting program } ___ _ Rescission propdsal 
Deferral proposal 
Other l egislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) __,......-,.,.._,.....!.lXc....,.-,.."'= Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA ._ . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • • • •• . . . . . •  , . •  , .. , . . . • . . . . •  , . • . . 

Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • . • ... . • • , • , . •  , • , , . .. , . • . . • . . 

Suggested actidn 

Base Total 1979 

15�950 
15�000 

-500 
-450 

(Cileck 
one) 

1980 

... 500 
":500 

X4752 

Note: If two 
or mre kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for eac h 

1:98] 

-500 
.-500 

Activity at the rail dynamics laboratory would be cut back, Planned rail-wheel interaction experiments 
cduld still be performed at the recently operational Facility for Accelerated Service Testing at the 
same location, 



aljdget examiner : M.Drigg� 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget �eductions 
Department of Transportation 

Federal Railroad Administration 

(Check 

Name of _affecte!i p�osram 

Rail Service Assistance 

Nature of action: one) Type.of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program} _ _,.,_,X�-­

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carri ed out) -----,----

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Othe� legislatibn 
Admi n i strati ve action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Sessi on Review ) : 
1979 

. 

BA . . . . ..... . . . .. -. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . .  , . . . .  � • . . . .  

Out 1 ay s . . . . . .. . . . . .. . . . ... . . .  � . •  � . . •  , • .  , • , -� . • • .  t: -� • • • •  

Suggested action 

Base Total 1979 

. 67,000 
67,000 

-30,000 
-30,000 

· (Check 
one) 

X 

X 

198�0-

-30,000 
,..3o,poo 

4752 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-30,000 
-30,000 

Operati.ng subsidi.es to retain uneconomic rail branchlines in service would be eliminated. Substantive 
legislation woul d also be requi red to allow compl ete abandonment of those lines. This proposal, 
however, would be contrary to an Admini.stration bil l now before Congress which provides two year 
operating subsidies for branchlines . 



1979 Budget R.eductions 
Department of Transportation 

Urban Mass Transportation Administration 

Name_ oJ affected
_

prosram Accessibility to toe Handicapped--TransBus 

Nature of action: 

Substantive {affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 
one) Tyge o! �ction required: 

--'--'--,--

X 
---'-----,.� 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget examiner: Nick Sto.t: .. 

Telephone: 

(Check 
one) 

- X 
X 
X 

X4752 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identjfy dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effe�ct (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): . 
1979 

Base Tot�l 1979 

BA * . . . . . . . . . .. . . . · .  . . . . . . . .. . . ...... , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 _ Ooo 
Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . • . . • . .  , . . . • . .  , . , , . . • . . . .  , . . · 5 , 000 

* Figures shown are obligations, No net reduction of budget authority, 
Suggested attion 

.,.Jo,ooo. 
-5,000 

1980 

-30,000 
-5,000 

1981 

-30,000 
-5,000 

HEW legislation/regulations require retrofit of federally-funded public transit systems to provide accessi­
bility to the handicapped. This retrofit is estimated to cost $1, 700 million in 1977 dollars, primarily 
associated with the N.Y. subway system, These costs would presumably have to be absorbed within. UMTA 
programs. COWPS is currently studing this issue,· Rec:Juctions snown entail elimination of the accessibility 
to the handicapped legislative and administrative requirements. 

Defer indefinitely plans to �ndate a low-fl()()r, ramp or �levator equipped bus. The $30M is the .incremental 
cost ($10,000 per unit for 3,000 units) in 1979 .. The buses currently being sold (so-called Advanced Design 
Buses) were just put into production in 1977. They are just fine for urban transit. The specia 1 needs of 
severely handicapped can be taken care of by alternate means. Secretary Adams, however, is personally 
committed to getting a TransBus in production. 

· · 
· 



Budget ex�miner: Nick Stoe 

Telephone: _X
_
4 7

_
5
_
2 __ ____,. __ _ 

· 1979 Budget Reductions · 

Department of Transportation 
Urban Mass Transportafio.n Administration 

· Name J)J affected program University Research 

Nat�r� of acttbn: 

Substantive (affecting program} 

Operational (affecting way 
. programs are carried out) 

X 

(Check 
one) Type of action· required: 

---- Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

--'----- Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mi�-Ses�1o11 Review): . 
1979 .. 

.BA • . . • • . • • . • • • .. • .  � • •  ·• • • • • • . • • • • , • •  , • ·• • •  , • • • • •  ·•· , · •. · ,: ,.; •·· 

·Outlays . . . . .  � . . .  � . . . . . . . • . . . . . .  �. � . .... . .  '·' . ,  .-� �-�'-�_.; �--:�-

Suggested action 
� .. 

Base Total 1979 

' ... 2,000 
,···· 2'000 ' . ' . ,. .· .· 

, . .. · ·  .. ' 
. . ' . .  

.:.2,000 
... ·. aoo 

. . . . ; . . ' 

(Check 
one) 

1 980 

�2,000 
� 1,500 

Note: ·If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-2,000 
-2,000 

Rescind grants which support university programs'whictl support·profes�i�nal training in urban trans� 
portation and related fields, · ' · 



Budget examiner; N . • Stoer 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program 

Federal employee parking subsidies 

Nature of action: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Cross Agency Issue 

(Check 
one) Typ� _of _a� ti o� _ re9ui red: 

Substantive (affecting program} ___ ___,_ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting �ay 

programs are carried out) X Administrative action -�"-------'-

Budget effect (CMnge from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · -: · · � · · · · · · � · · · · ·· · · � -· · · · · · ·

· 

.•. 
Out 1 �ys . . ·, .· � 

.
. _ . . . •. .  : .. • ·.- . � ·, . . . . .  , . , , • .  , , •. · , , . , . . . . . . . . . 

Recei:pts ..................................... .- . . ...... . 

Sugge_sted a_ction 

Base Total 1979 

5,000 
5,000 

0 

-5,000 
-5,000 

+30,000 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1��Q 

-5,000 
-5,000 

+30,000 

4752 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

"-5,000 
-5,000 

+30,000 

In metropolitan areas where Federal employees are provided government-owned or leased parking spaces at 
a cost below prevailing private market rates, institute a cost. recovery program by issuing an OMB 

Circular. Budget impact would be higher 1f legislative branch was: also included. This proposal would 
affect about 150,000-175,000 Federal employees. All others work in.suburban locations, take transit to 
work, or pay for commercial parking spaces. D.C. government supports such a proposal. 



Budget examiner: Bruce Johns<. 

T e 1 eptlOne : 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Department of Transportation 

Research & Special Programs Administration 

Name of affected pr�!lr'aiJI R&D Activities 

(Check 
Nature of action: one) Type�fuaction required: 

Substantive (affecting program) __ x_· __ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) .,.--""....,.-��-

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proprisals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

- BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. , . • • . . • . • • . . •. • . . . .  ·� . .. • .. • .  , . .  

Outlays . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Suggested.action 

Base Total 1979 

24,400 
19,300 

-575 
.-575 

(Check 
one ) 

1980 

-575 
-575 

X4764 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

_l�8J 

. -575 
-575 

Reduce R&.O by $575K, holding University Research Grant program and advanced system technology research 
to 1978 levels. This would not allow any increase to offset the effect of inflation, 



I 
i 

i 
' ) [, f 



Nil!!_!e of aff��ted pr"_Q_Sra� 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Department of the Treasury 

Te1<!pltone 

Fireanns Enforcement; Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 

Nature of actio�: 

Subs tar.ti ve (affecting prograiiJ) 

Orerational (affc�cting way 
procwams arc� carried out) 

(Check 
one) 

X l<e sci s s ion p r·o po �; al 
Deferral proposa·l 
0 tl1 e r 1 e q is 1 at ion 
!\dministr·ative act·ion 

(Check 
one) 

X 
�--------·--··-·-··-

f3udqet effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid�Session f<ev·iev; ) : 

1979 
Base Total "1979 1 �)80 

Bi� ... .. . . .. . . .... . .... .. .... . .. . . ... .. . . . . .... .. .. .. . ..... $6.6 -$3.0 -$6.3 
Outlays.'................................................... $6.5 -$:3.0 -$6.3 

(250 positions)(-250 positions) 
Suqoested action 

-- .. ,2 ___ ··-----

Note : l f t>.;o 
or· !ItO n.: k i 1 iLb o ( 
act1ons <'tt·e n�:t:dc:d, 
i d2n tHy dill l d ,. 

amoun L for CctCit 

-j;t). G 
- :];(.;. J 

I.l .. 1 !�:[.�1_0_!�:���--�-P.:��i a 1_"_� ncg_n t r:_a ted Ur�2._�! .. J�l fo r�_�rne _r:J_t__{_C uu��-f_:!.rcc:.t!!!.?_J���-0.U.�'-0.11�. Th (� CUE proD l"illll was lJC' (j Wl 

in 1976. F\fter tvw-years of experience ivit h this effort the results an� rni>�ed. However, "it-1 tota·l, rn·l)(Jr·clitl 
results huve not de!llonstratecl that CUE is an overan success. The su�10ested action would approxin;;Jtc-:· a 
lO;l; reduction in the Federa·l firearms area. 



Telephone 

Name: of affected progrc!n 

1979 13ud�Jet Heducti ons 

Department of the Treasury 

/Ur Intr-:rcliction; Unit ed States CustortJS Ser'vice 

N.a t u r e o f a c t i o h : 

Substantive (affect·ing program) 

Operational (affecting �·wy 
progru1::s ate carr·ied out ) 

(Check 
one) 

X 

f(esci ss ion pr·oposc:d 
Dcferrz.d proposal 
Other ·legislat"ion 
Administrative action 

Bu_·�-�y:t _ _t.:_ff::_�! (Change froJTJ Presidential proposc:tls in tt,icl-Session Reviev1): 

CA 
ouc· �Y· � ·.· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · . � .. . .. .. .. . .. . . .. .. . .. . . .. .. .. . . .· . . .. . . . .. .. . . . . . . . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . . .. .. .. . -

Suqg�s te�_�:: tj_Q_�_ 

1979 
!3ase Total 

$<'1. 5 
$4. �) 

1979 

-$4.5 
-$4.5 

(Check 
0 IIC) 

X 

19(30 

Nut':: 1 f h·i<l 
or· i!HJ t'f! k ·f nd �� (1 i' 

actioi!:.> ate rk:c..ll:ci, 
i dent i fy do ! I a r 

i.llliOU!lL for <:itCh 

l:Wl 

E ·!_j_12_1_��n a !_� __ :t h �-���_!'_Te �!.!.lY .. ��g_li_��t_��- _Jl_j_g_b_..B!=_!f_Q_r III_QX�-�_g _ __ �l_i_���-C/LfL .t��--�;c� �:12��_sl j_ .!.}_ . 9.��19_ ..?.I.t!�:ID_ g_l_)_Q_S1 _ __ 1_r��-0�_t g!_c.:J :i CJ_ n : 
The: Department of the Treasul'Y is about to l;:1unch a study, at 01"1B's request., on drug SllJli�JCJl·ing Uln�at: 

levels �:md cptions des·igned to Jnf.;et this thre0t. /\ddit"ionally, the Ofr--·ice of DrusJ J\buse f)ulicy is 

curn�nt1y involved in an overal1 dru9 init-iative� reviev1. Further acquisit ·ion of 2in;raft by the Cusl.O!IIS 

Ser ·icc should awo. t th(::se co:nprehensive investigat·ions. � .. Jh"ile VJ(� do not E.'nvision that the su�J�JCSt�d 

J.Ct on 'i!OU.ld signi ic<::ntly effect the level of druq SI11WJ9.ling, Con�JI·ess and ot!i(-:!f'S llld.Y charqe Uwt. the: 
/\dn! niscraUon v,;as 11abandon- in�J" the southwest border" and southcr·n Flo:··iJit to SlllllSJ�JiinQ by ait·. 



Nan1e of c-d'fected nroqram 
-·---··-----�--:---�----·--'-----li.�--

Pub1ic Fe-!zd:·ions Programs 

Nature of actio�: 

Substantive (a ffecti nu progrt:un) 

Opera tiona·! (affecting v:ay 
progrl:'trns Jte carried out) 

(Check 
one) 

!979 lludgct Heductions 

DepArtnJent of Treasury 

Tyue of action n;r.1tlirecl: 
··-�------·---.. ·--·-·--·--··""-1 ·---··-

He sci s s ion p l"O po �: al 
Defc�rra1 pt'oposal 
Oti1F:r· lesris.lation 
/\duli1ristrativf� actior1 

�_udq�:� effcc\� (Change from Pres·identia1 proposals in Mid-Session nevievi): 

BA . . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . • . . . . • . • . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Out1 ays. � ................................................. . 

]979 

$.4 
�4 

1979 

-$ .. 2 

( Ci : (·.� c k. 

Ot1e) 
X 

l9BO 

Nu tc� : l f L\'I::J 
or IiJ<JlT ki11th <Ji 

act ·1 <}llS �i ('c� fi[� t.:c!; ·: d .. 

i eli: n L i fy dtJ l 1 i1 r· 

<J:not:r! i: fo 1· c:,lLil 

--�: 2 
-�; 2 

Reduce pub1·ic n:lations activities by approxill1cltr�ly 50��- Sugqested actions include e·liiilinatill�J hi'"lii.lu':t; 
pub·J·ications by 251{; c ·l os i ng the 1nuseums "ir1 the Customs Ser·'-iice and the 13ureau of J\lcoho·l, Tubacco i:\!1cl 
Fit<"ilY'iilS; reducin9 printing, reproduction and postage by el i1ninatincJ opt'ionil.·l press re-leases <:trKI 
pur·if_;; .. ing the nJaihng·1·ists to elin1inatr:: dupi·ication and exch!Cie individu<:ds \'lho no 1oiHJet neecl tilt� 
·infcrn:ation. 

· 



·1979 Budget !{eductions 

Department of the Trea::;ur·y 

Process·irl(] and c-�ccour1ting for savings and retit'ernc:nt secur·ities, Burc:au of the Puhl ic [kbl. 

Nature of action: 

S�ibs tanti ve (affect'! ng prograill) 

Operationa·: (affc::ct·ing way 
ptoqr(•:ns ai-e can·ieJ out) 

(Check 
one) 

" 
,, 

T_yrJe of action 1'2Cju·ir·ed: 
_ _L _________________________________ -----·- --- ... 

F<escission !H·o-posal 
Deferral proposal 
Other 1e�i�;]Jtion 
��cJnlirdstt-·ative action 

19/9 
!3ase Total 
---------------

Gil . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
133.9 

Oufl ays ................................................... . l 33.9 

�-�.SW.?. s t�_c_� a c (i_o n 

(Check 
() i 1(::) 

X 

-----·-- ,,-·--��---
,\ 

19/9 19BO 

-] .6 --I 2.0 
- r· -I 2 .l . J 

No tt�: ll LeW 
or- 111\i!'(: kir1<L ��� 
J.C t·i (Hi:; d r·c: t.ii:�•.:�.L-�t!, 
i tk:n L i fy de! [ i '' 1· 

il!ilU tml for- t: d •:l i 

·1 9ili 

·-I �) . 0 
-I S.O 

Eliminate the $25 denominat·ion of Ser·ies E savinqs bond:;, assL:min�J an effect:ive date of July l, i�J79, (Lil2 
c��lia�� P'0�c�hle (4�t�*) 
L- (, . • • \:; -· '· .__, _, _, ' -·- , "u t. • 

Savinqs in <::diJ!·inisterc·ing d1e proqrallJ shou-!d be si�Flificant �:riti'out -loss in tutJl aJ!JOunt inve:�sti:d in 
scwin9s bonds. In tetms of bL:yin9 po�vet� a �:25 bond is vmr-th ·less thun half ·its va-lue \·Jhen first issued. 

Sop;e \.;·i1l object that climiniltion of tile: :1;25 bond v:i1l ·inc:l-edse t11e difficulty of em·o!lin9 pc:ople· in 
the payl'O'!l sav"irt�JS plans and tl1at ·jt v;fll cJiscr··iminate <H)Clinst the "little �py" (t:v(:;n thou�;h ile CiHi 

save thtu savings bonds just as easny by qettin�J J $50 bond hz!lf ch ofi.cn). 



1979 [luc!0et i<educti(Jf!S 

i(i:r:e of affected procwa1:1 --- � ----------· --···------: ---�------

(\lteration o-F space ·in the Inten1al Revenue Service and the CustOiiiS Service 

Nature of actio�: 

Subs L:nt� ve (affecting pro0ram) 

Operiltiona1 (affecting i·Jay 
pi'CSJtu!iiS ar·e canied out) 

(Check 
one) 

Pttrl'!(•i· �d'fro·'J· (r•la'"�JflP .c, '"u�'ill ,Pv•r.:>•.-,l·r.ic>r,l.•L.··I'al ,1}1''011.)()':".,1 r: �:-.c:_:::_ _ _:. __ �--��.:-- \ I.,... I I ::J ._ I I '-" • -.. -... U ..., 

Tyue of action recl1.1ired: 
--�--i-------------·----··

·
----------· --------·--

·
-· 

l{escission pnlposul 
Defcrra I pr-opos<J l 
Othe�· lc:gis'li1t·iun 
1\dti:i n·i strati ve action 

in f•lid-Sessio;, Hevievi): 

'1970 
Buse Tot:a·! ---· ·--·--·--·-·--·--·-

B!'\ � . .. .. . 
. 

.. . .. . .. . . .. .. .. . .. ... .. .. .. .. . .. ... . . .. .. . . . .. .. � . . .. . ... .. . � .. . .. .. .. . . . .. � .. .. .. $11. 3 
$B .

. , 
�1 ()l!"f�·l C.lJ(S .. .. . .. . . . .. . ..  � .. . .. . . .. .. . .. . .. .. .. . .. .. .. . .. .. . .. . . . . . .. .. .. . . .. .. . .. .. .. .. .  .. 

l 9/9 

-$2.1 
-$2 

.

, 

xlr ii ?n 

( Chu:k 
OrH:) 
X 

l 9BO I 

ti• ') 1 
-�lL .. I 

-$2 
., I 
I 

Null:: l i Ln 
Oi'" �\10((: !:.irl(L; C;i· 
<1C t ·i un�: /j �·t� nc�t:l !(::d � 

idH<i:i iy dol i;t\' 
a H iCJ u fj c r u r c t:H.: t l 

I 0BI 

-.l/;?. l 
d·,) 

-�j(_ .I 

l�ecluce the funds for space alteration in the I n ter'na
·l Pevenue Service a11d CustOJllS Service by 2St. Expeci:t:d 

bf:;nef·its are a reduction of$ ?1•1. In ac!clition, the action ,,,muid p11t 1110re pressun.:: upon GS/\ tu fll:�rfiH'lll thc:sr: 
r'f':pirirs e1nd aHerations qu·ick.!y. Curr-errt'ly GSA \·vi'll pay fot� these t·epairs fr0111 tht-� GS/\ buil dillCJ fui;;L, 
r:C'::r;ver, uccorchrHJ to scrne u�JCiic'ies, GS/; is too slovt in nwkin�J the n:pairs and a

·l u:ra t'i ons. Su,J:i: itrJ''r:c·ir�s, 
such as IH�i nncl Customs,, have tll2l"Cfore dir·cc:ctly funciecl !:hese repdits. lhis act·ion ':'!OuLi probit!J.ly d'i:;u 
in;pr-ovc:: the !i!dnagen:ent of S!'i:ce ultetatLJrJS by tf:l'C�;e bureaus in od.:T to fund only thr:: hil]hc�st. iH·ior-·ity 
pY'Ojects. f\dverse effects arc� the cleh.::lTal of son1e needed space <Jlt:<,:ration:; ;Hid. ·inefficienciL�S rc:sultinu 
i"rom that a\:tion. 



·! 979 l3ucltjet l(educti OtiS 

r)-'l /)1!:> C.;:: ·-, ·'-"f· °C ho, 'i n 1"'0 'I r" Ill 
__ :::.: __ _:_:::_��--�: __ ::._:_:-.::-=. ___ c __ � __ _:-:_ 

Training Proqrams in the Internal Revenue Serv·ice and CustOJJIS 

Np. tutE: of ac t·i on: 

Sutl�i tanti ve (a ffecti n9 pro9ti:l!11) 

OperationJ1 (affc:ct·ir,g vmy 
p�·og:·anls at<:! Ci.\rr··ied out) 

( Cfl '·''' :_.. , '-� \..... r, 

one) 

X 

I �. . i' i) " I 
. '! . 

:_L.nange TOil! J-resicentB proposals 

Type of act;·iun t'i;Ciuin�d: 
- -.. --------·--- .. ___________ L .. ------------

nesci ss ion Jltopo�;,!·l 
Deferra 

·1 pt(Jposa I 
0 t.llc:t i eq is !at ion 
/\c.i111"i rd s tTa t i ve <I c ti on 

in /IJid-Sessiun nevic:�·i): 

1979 

13!\ 
o uri�;� : ·: : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : : 

d'') ') --� 
�!\ r... 1 . . • •• ) 

�(;22. 3 

Suq�esterl action 
---· -�------------·--·-------·-

19/9 

ll· •') ,... 
-.!l,)" J 

;f··:• h -.p .) . :J 

( {. �' . . -I· 
VI I("�(. 1\ 

one) 
X 

l9110 

--$3. �i 
--n.s 

U r II \(J 1· C: k ·1 i 1 d ::� 0 i 
C.ict·i otl�_; ill·\� ;:;.�c:c!�:(l., 
it!:.;,! i. i i'y dtJ "i i .. \ i' 

i.i H 10 U l i C f( ll {: (i L) i 

l9U l 

-.:�:1. G 
--$ �--s. 5 

Option;c\l tra·fninSJ programs in IRS v10uld be reduced by :iO%, 
o·f' fcc � Ll !Y) r1 +- >-1 '" '"l''j·)·j 0YC'0 r \··!" .,.i_, [\;:, '1 ,J-, ·1- 0 l" ,,. i · r·" .: Y'Jl. n 'I ( .,· r.. 
c ' I ·' L �- '· . 1.,;1 "-...... t.: ,) . .. ...... .J u t )\. � . ll.\ I uc. l. �' ... . ,, t ' '·':J .. ..._ . , 

elin1inutinq n1uch uf the txainincJ vriU1 ·1 itilt� din:ct 
nee:�·; employees ll.nd tcquii'2c� n�freslh:t traiJii!:<J) vmuLi 

n:::;t be afFected. L-<pected henef'its are a savinsJs of $1 .Si'i 
n:o ra·i e. 

<innucdly. /�civersc effects <:ti'2 d ·loss ir1 Cilip.i(Jy;_'t: 

The C::storns Service TrainincJ Center in �Jasl1inqi�on, D.C. v<ou1d t,r� c!n�,(:ti. Cu�;torn's Liv1 c�nforcc:i;it.:'td: il'iiinu��; 

vmuld be Sc;Jitched to the Fcdf-:n:·! Ld\•1 t:nforce:ne:1t Traininq CenLer·; oUH:T Lrc1inu�s 'dCli.!ld tbt; t!1c JTS ne,JiOlliii 
L·aini g Cu:ter'S. Expected benefit:' are :::<":vin(JS of $l.G!:.:, clnr,ui11ly ,111ei tile con·:::ol·iclirtioit of tl':lini!:CJ vJilt\ 
other av; enforU..' l:lcnt off·iu:r·s. /\cJv(�r·se:.: c::ffc,cts i:lrt' ·ic:'i::> t:�o!lr··it d(: curp::; '.Fitf1in CtiSLorw; diHI lc�s�; inL:li::,! 
·in tra ning b_y top JtlZtnU�Jl�lik�nt. 



19/9 Uuduct f<educ t·i uns 

Deprll'tlftCnt of the Trcas 11ry 

Na :1)-� of u ffcc ted nr·ocrarn -----·-··-·----·-·-·····--·--··-·····-····--·-'··--·---.,; __ 

Fore·i�Jn r-1ission PnJtection: United States Sc:cn�L Senlicc: 

(Check Tvpe of action r·t�!'t:!n�d: 
-·"-- , _____ ·-·--·-·---------------· ....... . . .. . .. .J --· - ....... ·- .. . 

SuL1stanti v�� (affecting progra111) 

Cpera t·l o i·:a 
·
1 (affecting 'llJ.Y 

pr·o�;r·ams are can·ied out) 

O!H.:) 
X P<�sc iss ion pr·opDSitl 

Defer-ral proposal 
Otfter· ·1 e�J isla t. i (\11 
/\dnlinistt·ativ<; ilci:ion 

·i· '! ,. .. \J l?i'\ . . .............. � ... � ................. . .............................. . � .. . .. .. . ..  -P \).() 
O u

·tl  a��'S .... .. .... .. . . ... � . .. .. . . .. . . .. .. .. .. . . . .. . .. . .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. . .. ., .. . . .  _ .. .. . .  

·1 ()_ (J 

��-19 .. ��__!:-�_c_!_ _C1_S�_lj.Q� 
\{' :; '17 ' 

�L pos·i tions; 
( "'/1 

·- i lJ r 

(C!tl�ck 
(J l:l: ) 

\1 
;, 

- :j/_i .'1 
-$5.4 

po s i t i on s ) 

Nu Lt::: L f t.L''; 
or il!tn ·c k i ml:; t; i 
£·�ct-ions Ji··e tk�\_:dt::! .. 

·j <knt i F_y .!c:! i , ; �­

di!!UUii i for' <:itt): 

., (\it"! 
,)i.)l 

- _rj; �:)·. t}. 
��j; S _I) 

ReduCt? by r:;(J?,� L i1 e s ·i ze of that por·tion of the Ui<ifonneJ u·ivi:.;ion \'lhich protects fon�iqn nri�_:s·inns. The Oil bi:iv� Ui ................. --- -----· --·-------- ---------------"-- .. ---------------------- -----·-------- ----- ... --- .. .. ___ .. ·------ -- --- --· ..... ............... --r· ------- ................ ...... . ..... ---------y------------· --- ------- ........ . .... -
U12 For,�·isJn i·iiss·ions Division is to protect U1<:': pr1ys·ica·l sttiiCtiln: li.e., buildin�); at forei�J11Ill'!::;��iuns v �.;--il··v i �> 

th::: !)rotec:tion cf the JJerson of a fureign d ·i q n i t a t ·'; . !\ revie\·J of UtE� pi'Ot)til:I! sLttistics indica tes a lc1\V ;·i·;k/U!n:iii. 
1e'Jc::'l uga·inst fore·ign ;niss··ions. It1 effect, v-12 �;ce 

.. 
forei<Jn nliss·ion :Jrutect·.:on 2s it l<':df•r-al c:ifin·t <1i111ed ;1:1;!ir1St 

street cr·irne. As (\ result, 01'18 believes that the printi.ll"Y r<:�:.!JOnsH,-j'i i for· ·.:uc:h pi·otr�ction )'tests \·ritl1 ii1C ·Ju,:zil, 
U.C .. pol·ice fotcf� except, fJCth()pS, for a ft::v: ct-iticrtl locations4 CtJncuJn·it(lrtt t.,;·i t h t.l1i�-; rcdt:c!�·lon:, we ����� dlt 
ir:cr-ea.sz::d u�:e of technica-l S('CUi�ity/intnJsion sy:::.!·u;is in:;tal·i(;ci hy Uit: ft,rt:irJn c!c:.!c'cJil.ticm:; for· ll<.!:i::::d pttllt.:c.Liun. 
, z•ll:en:i:tt.'ivc tn an i:n;;;edi<:d:c n:clt;c:t.·ion v-i;)uld be� the l!l'<telud! ilhit:,t: uu!: oi pt:l·:;u:;ni:i U\tl:t il tiJJ·c:c y(�'dl' 
r.:c:r

· ! o d . s·lncc� t!le u n · i fo r·rn t� d Divis·ion }J(:ts a fl·istor·!cd"l tlttf"·it·iur·: tdLl:; of ' they ��ilGu'!d Llt� Z.tb"!e tn rL.:cil.!Cl·1 ;_t ! ·,�')l! t 
�30 sluts per �vci-�r \·'l'ithout. a Pl[ __ ��� Tvvo C:(�Ve�:It.s: (l) ::;hGtdd tf1c: e ·J ·i nJ i tli".\ t i t) r':  of Lhc� Tr�dst.n··./ Sl�:cur·it.Y F'or·cJ� l).l'.-.o IH· 
�)(�lectcd r.ts c1r1 OfJLion, the St�r·v·ice ·'/·/()U.ld be fotc:.;d ·j;l'LO t:J f<IF !Jus·it·ioll ·irl l�Jl�); (2) one: \"iOt!.ld CX.jJ{:�ci: :�L1·ur·!�.i f lY't·:s�·.lil··c� 

frDm fo rc ·i (Je.!\��;ations und tho Stdtc� Departn12nt rJot·to ilk�kc� these ted�Jctior1s. 



s 

1979 Uud�;c�t l(oJucl:ions 

Oepin·t!IIC:rlt of the ltc:ii';ury 

Protectic;:: of the Treasuy·y Cui.iding: United Statc:s Secret. �:ervice 

Substa1!tive (ilffe:cL'iWJ progtaln) 

Operati c;na! ( ctff .. ect i ng ·.vay 
f!!'G�)l"'il!J!S iH'i:' CiH'i'"iC:d OUt) 

( Chc:ck 
one) 

X 

T 

P.esc·iss ion prOJHJsal 
Dcfe;ra! propo:;i\l 
Ot!1er I eui :;1 ation 
Adlllirristi·ativ(: action 

1979 

( Chc•ck 
. \ 
() i:l:) 

X 

[3 /\ • • . . • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • • . . • • . • • • • • • . • • • • . . . • • • . • • • • • .  

:n.? -�to.<J -HJ.7 
n . 2 ·-to. 6 -:!:0. 7 Out1 ays .' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  · 1 ... ,. 

,id po s ·i t ·j c n s) ( -/l.l po s i t ion c:) 

, . 
;iii i 1.:; 

Ol· IIJC:i·c' k i l::i:. '' i 

j ck.: n L i fy d; j ·l ; <. i. · 

n. lllO u n L ( u t · \ . . :. i i . . l ( 

--.��� n . t) 
-W.h 

El in1i nate ti1c ·L·easury Sc:cLn··i ty Force. The l!ldi n obj(::cti ves of tiie Tn:asur·y Scc:ur· i l:y Fon:i' ( TSr) arc: tn u<iuru: 

t1i��-r::.:;;:·�-T:i--·li-:EllrlTari!'a-s'Zf'e-er�vrr:·c;riincnt for a·: 'l Treasl!ry l:llip1 oycb and to pro !:r:::ct Vi\ 'I ua!J'J (".') \li t!l i !I ti!t: ! : ('d:,\li'/ 
l3ui-! :inl). !Ji'iU SiiCi0Csts that these objectives can be fu'lf T!1ecl by il ptiva.lz� Sd:urity fitlii lliOi'ic' chccq1!y tll\iii 
bv the TSF. On a net. !:�\sis, we: pti)jt�ct 40 ·- 50/v dollar savin<JS. \,Jit l1 !!!i· c·lusin(J nf 
ij ·Je pca�;h r��.00ll111 ·in tht� nlCl·in Trt.:f-1Sl1Y"'y bui"!d··jn�J lllO�:t of the lar�j(� SL!l:lS of fl){}(j\��.Y OI!Cl� llt.:"ld have hr�en )'f�i!J(}\/f�cl; 
!non·tc::.=.: ,-ind scc:�.n ... ·it·ies US(�d bv Public D:..;bt ·in thr:.: Tt(:\·:t.suty co!np-ic�;.: are huused !Jcdl·ir:d �:;ecur·ity s.ystc�Jil::� i1nd 
·1n vaults_ Cl.:rrc:nt TsF.cnrplO,yecs Vlocdd not ha\;e Lo bt� f·lred but r·c�l�h:��t could ht� (tb::cr-·iH�d by t!l(� S(:i .. v·icc1� 
Utrlforr:;:.::;d D·!vi:·:;iun ·in a p sc-e:ut ��JC:;!'"'·iod ("'If the out·,-ion ·r()t r-'(�(,h!c·irlt-; t!u� ��·izc: nf J·lldt f{�rcc� ·i:; l"HJt a·i:·,u ��,--·!;•: Lt_��i). 
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Enviromtlental Protection Agency 

Potential FY 1979 Reductions 
(dollars in millions) 

BA 

No policy difference or estimating difference -500 

Construction grants 

1979 
Outlays 

0 

Reduce wastewater treatment construction grants BA from $4.5 billion to $4.0 billion. 
Outlays would decrease by $160 :million in FY 1980, $210 million ih FY 1981 and $130 
million in FY 1982. 



:

' 

Environmental Protection Agency 
OMB Ranking of Potential Reductions 

($ in thousands BA) 

l979 1979 1980 
Base Reduction Reduction 

WC1$t� or Qv�:t;"D�{lcl �1 i_roiJ)P. tion - - --

International Travel . . . . . . . . . . 700 -300 .,...300 

Office of Transportation Land 
Use P lanning . . . . . . . . . � . . . . . . . 7SO -.750 ,...7SO 

Pesticide Certification and 
. Training Grants . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2,000 ,...2,000 -2,000 

Domestic Travel . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . lS,OOO ( .. -4,200 -�,200 

International .A,ffa:i,.rs Program . 1,000 -300 -300 

Air and Water Quality Training. 6,000 -4,0.00 -6-� 000 

Taxies Regional Program 
Positions. • ! • • • • • • • • • � • • • • • • • • 1,150 -600 -600 

Air Planning Positions . . .. .. . . .  6,860 -sao -sao 

Pesticides Regional Positions . 1,000 -4§0 -450 

Subtotal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ·• . . . . . . . . . 34,460 11,100 l-3,100 

1981 
Reduction 

--300 

-7SO 

-2,000 

-2,200 

-300 

-6,000. 

•. -600 

..,.soo 

-450 

l-3,100 



Program Red_\lctions 

1979 
Base 

Construction Grants . . . . • • . .  4,500,000 

Solid Waste Planning Grants 12,000 

Air Studies................ 1,700 

ReSO\lrCe Recovery Planning 
Grants................... 15,000 

Truck Study (Air).......... 5,125 

Noise Program . . • . . • . . • . . . • .  10,600 

SAO. . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .. . . • . . . . . 4 I 0 0 0 

Subtotal..................... 4,548,425 

Grand Total . . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . . .  4i582,885 

EPA FY 1979 Base . . . . . . . . . . . •  5,675,000 

% of Base • • . . . . • . • . • • . • • • . • •  

1979 
Reduction 

-500,000 

-12,000 

0 

0 

--5,125 

-1,000 

...,.2,000 

520,125 

531,225 

.10 

1979 
Reduction 

-500,000 

-12,000 

-1,700 

-5,000 

-5,125 

-3,000 

-2,000 

528,825 

541,925 

.10 

1981 
:ReA\lCtion 

-500,000 

-12,000 

-1,700 

-5,000 

-5,125 

... 5,000 

-2,000 

530,825 

543,925 

.10 



N��� of affected program 

International 'fravel 

Nature of ac�:i.9n: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

... , 

Typ� of action required: 

Telephone: 

X (79) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are car�ied out) X 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administr�tive action X 

(80, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session R�view) : 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • " • • • • • � • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . .  � .. . ! .• • • • • • • •. • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

SUg���te� action 

1979 
:. B!se Total 

: d.$760 
. 700 

($ in 
1979 
-300 
-300 

thousands) 
1_980 1981 

-·300 -300 
-300 -300 

The agency's travel plan projects that $600 thousand will be expended in international travel 
(Canadian travel excluded) dl}ring fiscal year 1979. We recommend that 43% of this travel be 

disallowed. Much of the travel is not related to resolving environmental problems directly 
affecting the O.s. Instead it could be characterized as pUblic rel�tions and "government paid" 
vacations for EPA officials. Thi� redl}ction will force the agency to screen and prioritize 
international activities more efficiently and limit the ·number of support personnel allowed to 
travel with agency officials to international conferenc�of significance to the u. s. environ..,. 
mental program. Tbe onl,.y impact would be less representation at conferences of little 
significance to U. S. Environmental policy. Further reductions may be recommended following 
OMB review of the 1980 travel plan. 

· 



N�m� of-affected program 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

- ------------ -------
Budget examiner: -===== 

Telephone: 

Office of Transportation and Land use :Planning, Air Programs 
Nature of action: Type_o� �cti6n required: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
AdministrCitive action 

X ( 79). 
---=--

-Ax_<_ao, 
81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposaL, in Mid�Session Review) : 

BA • ·• . . . . . . • . . • • • • . • • . . • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • •  � • • • • • • • 
Outl.ays . . . . . . . . . . . · .. . . . . . . . .. . :· .. . . . . . . � � . . . .... . .. · . . . .  . 

Sug9ested actiQh 

. _ - 1979 
($ in. thousands) 

-Blse Total 1979 - 1980 1981 

750 ---:�·::·: .... 7� -7� -150 . 
375 -375 �750 -750 

Abolish the Office �f transportation and Land Use Pianning in th� a.ir programs. This office 
is currently involved in developing guidelines for transportation and land use measures for 
air quality implementation plans. The responsibility for the most important measure, inspection 
and maintenance, has already been trCinsferred to the DAA for air mobile sources programs. 

The need for additional measures is much less than previously considered due to legislative 
changes and proposed qhanges in ambient air quality standards. Also, existing measures will 
provide, in most'cases, needed air quality improvements. Tbis office is therefore unnecessary. 
its residual functions could be transferred to the DAA for mobile sources. 

\ 



Bu,qget examiner: M. J. O'Bannon 

Telephone: 6827 

19 79 Budget Reductions. 
Environmental Protec.tion Agency · 

Name o� a_ffected, program 

State Certification and Training Gra_pts (Pesticide) 

Nature of actiqn: Type of CiCtiQn required: 

SubstantiYe (affecting program) X X (79) 

Operational (affecting way 
p�ograms are carried out) 

Re�cission proposal 
D.eferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action _ X  (80, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid�session Review) : 

BA . • . . , . • . • • . • •  -. • • • • • . • • . • • • • • • • • • . • • . • � • • • • • • • • • • • • • • · • •  

Out-lq.ys . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. · . . . . . . . . .  : . � . .  � 

sug?ested action 

1979 
:. BAse Total 

$2,000 
.. 

-
•. $1�500 

($ in 
1.979 

--2,000 
-l,SOO 

thousands) 
1980 1981 
-2,000 -2,000 
-2,000 -2,000 

·our recoUUJ1endation is that the grant program, be term:i,nated. This g�apt was intended as seed 
money for States which assumed primacy for the training Cl,nd ce:rtification of restricte.d use 
pesticides. All regulations and agency policy statements hav� consistently stated that this. 
program would l:>e terminated after tne States had developed their programs. With the 
exception of two States, all of the States have done so al),d EPA is operating the progr?tm in 
the two States that didn't seek prim�cy. 

· · 

Obviously, the-States want- the grant to continue this program citing the :fiscal crunch as their 
rationale. OMB (in response to State inquiries) has written that this contingency is being 
considered but stated tnat continuation of this grant has never been seriously contemplated. 

'· 



Name of affected progr!� 

Domestic Trave+ 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting prog:tatn) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are cax�ied out) 

1979 :Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

·x 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget examine�: M. J. O'Bannoi'l 

Telephone: 6827 

X ( 79) 

X (80,81) 

Budg�t. �:t:fect (Change from Presidential proposa).;s in Mid-Session Review)f 

BA . . . . . . •. . . . . . . • . . . . . . • • . • . • • • • • • • • • • .  · • • •  • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Out.lays . . . . . . . . . • . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  e: 
.

• • • • • • • � • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Sugg�sted action 

1.979 
:. BAse Total 

$15,000 
$1S,Od0 

($ in thousands) 
1979 1980 1981 

-i,2oo -2,200 -2,200 

-2,200 -2,200 -2,200 

The Agency will have $15 million available for domestic travel in F¥ 1979. 'i'h.:i,.s represents 
an overall 6% growth rate per year since 1976: The major increases of questionable priority 
have occurred in the agency management account and the abatement and control account. We 
recommend a 15% reduction in the agency's domestic travel allotment. The distribution of the 
cut to be specified as an approximately 25% reduction in both the agency and regional management 
account and the abg.tement and control account. Headquarters travel is the focus of the reduction. 
Given the resource constraints, it is not critical that large numbers of headquarters personnel 
attend all of the agency's public hearings and conferences. More reliance on the regional staff 
would obviate the need for that travel. 



Budget examiner: c. M. Kinghorn 

Telephone: �6�8�2�7�.��--� 

Name of affected program 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

�PA: Internat�onal Affairs Program 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 

Type of_ a.c;(i,9n required: 

Re�cissioh proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

X (79) 

X (80,81) 

Bl.lclg�t e�fect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : . - .. 
1979 ($ in thousands) 

·:.BAse Total 1.979 :1,989 
BA . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • • • • • . . • • . • . . • • • • .• • . • • • • • • • • •  · l·,ooo -3oo -·3-oo 
Outlays. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1, 000.. -300 -300 

(Also results in elimination of 15 positions from a base of 29) 
�ug�ested action 

1981 

-3·oo 
'-300 

� reduction from 29 positions to 14 positions in this program would he1ve ;Little or no effect on· 
najo:r EPA poLLution abatement programs. It would have an effect to some extent on the international 
relations associated with EPA programs. However, as a non-r�g\J.latory, non-research, non-
:tbat:emei1t and co�trol program, these resources capnot be judged critical to the Agency's overall 
nission. 



:Budget exc:uniner: C. M. Kinghorn 

Telephone : _6_8_2..,-7 ____ _ 

Nnmo of. n f; f(H':: l�od procp�nm 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Envi�onmentc;tl Protection Agency 

EPA: Air and Water Quality Training 

N�tux� of action : 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Othe� legislation 
Administrative action 

X (79) 

X. (80,81) 

nudget effect (Chnnge from Presidential proposa�s in Mid-Session Review) : � .  �-· -·�=�-·--···"-�· --··- · 
1979 ($ in thousand::;) 

:. a!tse tl'otal 1979 1900 1901 
Ill\ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . !I • • • • • • • • • .• • • • • • • • .- • • • • • • • • • • • • � • • • • • • 

OutJ.�ys . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • . .  

Suggest�a_action 

�00 · :.[� ooo -o, Obu 
6,000 -4;000 . -6,000 

-t.i,UOO 
-G., 000 

This proposal would eliminate over 2 years the air training p:rogram ($1M) and the construction 
grants training and manpower planning program� ($5M). Training of State air program staff is 
a relatively· insignificant program �ithin the agency; construction grants training and manpower 
planning program was ranked very low in last year•� budget process. Most of the training 
portions could be supplanted by existing CETA funding if the community felt such training was 
high enough priority. · · 

·' 



Name of affected program 

Toxic Substances Regional Program 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (af�ecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget examiner:M� J. O'Bannon 

Tel.ephone: 6827 

X (79} 

X (80, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  • • • • • • • •  ·• • • • •  ·• • • •  • • • • •  • • •. • • • • • • • • •. � 

Outlays . . . . . . . ... . . . . . .  � . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Suggested actio!) 

1979 
:. BAse Total 

$1,150 
862 

($ in thousands) 
1979 1980 1981 

-·-· -.-. --

-600 
-462 

-600 -600 
.-462 -462 

The FY 1977 Presidential allowance provided 10 positions for the regions. No increase was 
provided for 1978 but the agency reprogrammed ·20 additional positions for regional partici­
pation. On appeal last fall, EPA was provided 36 positions (for a total regional workforce of · 

46} . Our recommendation is to cut 24 positions ($650K in BA and Out],.ays) from the 1979 base. 
Five positions for regions 2,5, and 10 would be allowed and one position for the other regions. 

With the exception of those 3 regions which generate the overwhelming majority o:f toxic' 
chemicals in the U.S., the other regions require toxic coordinators only to answer the non­
_technical (procedural) questions wnich routinely flow into the regional offices. 



Name of affected prog�:raro 

Air Quality �lanning Program 

.Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

X 

,, 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative acti6n 

Robson 

X6827 

;,. 

X (79) 

X (80, 81) 

Budget effect (Change f:t:"oro Presidential proposals in Mi(l-Sessiort Review) : 
1979 ($ in thousands) 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • · • • • • � • · 

_ Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Suggested action 

:, BAse Total 1979 1980 1981 

6,860 
3,430 

--·-- ---

-500 

'"'250 
-500 
-500 

-500 
-500 

Decrease the air quality strategies implementation function by 20 positions. There were 
approximately 40 added to the existing base of-256. Subsequent examination of workload 
indicates that these positions are not completely

.
necessary, and that t}ley could be reduced. 



. (:· 

Name of affected program 

Pesticide Regi�nal Program 

Nat�J .. lre Qf action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

6perational (affecting way 
progra�s are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

X 

Type <>_� gcit.Jon_ required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget examiner:M. J. O'Bannon 

Tel�phone: 6827 
-�-----

X (79) 

X (.80 1 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays ................................................ . 

Su_g_gestecl action 

1979 
:. BAse Total . 

$1,000 
. 

1,000 

($ in 
1979 

-450 
-450 

thousands) 
l,9BO 
.;.:450 
-450 

1981 
-450 

-450 

The 1979 Presidential allowance reduced the pesticide regional workforce from 75 FTPs to 30. 
Internally, the agency analyzed the programmatic guidance included in the �dvice of allowance 
an4 re_estimated !:!lis_ nurnp�r. �o 49. Subsequent: rev�ew -�! _!:_ll� _r�g�<;>na.� wg�klgag --�§:t;i,mat�$_l��cl? 
us to recommend a further rectuct1.on of H FTP' s from tne total reg1.onal work for to 22. The 

·new distrib1Jtion will be four positions from region 4 and 5, three in region 9, and one in other 
regions. 
This amounts to a termination of regionq.l &ctivities due to the_ termination of the State·grant 
program and new efficiencies to be 9ained as a result of the generic standards process relation-

_ship to the registration and rebut.ta]Jl.e presumption process. The agency will vehemently argue 
thp.t the States will be too independent if this reduction is implemented and as a result very 
poor dec ons on special use will be made. 



Name of affected program 

EPA; Construct-ion Grants 

Nature of actign: 

Substantive (a:tfect.i,ng program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental. Protection Agency 

Type of actio� .�equi.red: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferr�l proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget exaMiner� c. M. Kinghorn 

Tel�phone: 6827 
---,------

X (79) 

X (80, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential p:toposal,!i in Mid-Session Review): 
1919 ($ in thousands) 

:. Base Total 1979 1980 1981 
BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • • . • : . 4 I 50 0 . -50 0 I 0 0 0 - 5 0 0 I 0 0 0 -50 0 ,'0 0 0 
Outlays................................................ 3,90 0  ·-0 �160,00 0  -210,000 

Suggested action 

ReQ.uce the construction grants program level from $4.5B to $4.0B per year. At the current time, 
the program is having great difficulty in meeting its expected outlay estimates. It: is quite 
evident that a program level at the $4.0B level will result in a more stable obligation and out­
lay stream. It might prevent extremely high end of year obligation rates by those grantees 
who have received funds at a rate too great to utilize e:t:fectiye].y. 



Budget examiner co� Bannon 

Name of" at:fec:ted program 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

State Solid Waste ]?lanning Grants 

Nature of action; �ype o£
_

agtion required: 

X 

Telephone: 6827 

X (79) Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action x·(80, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposa�s in Mi4-Session Re�iew): 
· · 

1979 (Dollars 
:. BAse Total ;1.979 

BA. • • • • • • · • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • � • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • _12,000 :-12,000 
Ou t_l � Y s · · · . · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · � · · · · · · · .. · · · · · 

·
� · · · · · · · · · · � · · · · 8 , 0 0 0 � 8 , 0 0 0 

SugQested aG_tion 

'l 

in thousands) 
1980 1981 

-12,000 -12,000 
-12,000 --12,000 

This grant program.wou,ld be terminated. If this recommendation were selected States would 
have to support development and maintenance of State regulatory programs for non-hazardous 
either with State funds or by utilizing the 30%-"flexi-money" included under the proposed 
consolidated .grant legislation.. There will be intense pressure from the States, localities 
and Congress to fund the program. However 1 from our: sti:mdpoint, tne_ .actual differences between · 

the objectives the residuals management C01llponent · 9f .,the 208 program,· anq essentially local 
nature of non-hazardous waste management programs·mitigate against this .program being a 
high priority in FY 1979. · 

· · 

.•. 

. .. 



Budg�at examiner: Robson 
=;;;;;.;:;.;.-_,__ 

Telephone: 6827 
�-..,.----� 

Name ot �ffected program 

Air Sp�cial S�tidies 

Nature of aGtion: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

Type of action requ.i.J:eq_: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral propo$al 
Other legiSlation 
Administ.J:ative action 

X (79) 

X_ (80 I 81) 

Budget effect (Chan9e from Presidential proposals in Mid-Sessiol1 Review) : 
($ in thousands) 

BA • • • . • . • • • . .• . • .• • • . • • • e: • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  � • _. • • • • • • • •  � 
Outlays . . . . . · . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . .  � · . . . . . . .  • . .  • . � �-

Sug�_ested action 

1979 
:. BAse Total 

1,700 
850 

1979 1980 1981 
--

.. -o -1,700 -1,700 
-0 -850 -1,700 

Subtract funding given in FY 1979 for special studies which could be completed :by FY 1980 in 
the air programs. 

.

.. 

. , 

·,' 



. Name 9f a.,ffec:ted progr(;lm 

1979 Dudget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

State Resource Recovery Planning Grants 

Nature of action; 

Stibstantive (�ffecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 

Type of ac�i6n required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget examiner: 0' Bannon 

Te 1 e phone : ..,..-.,..6.;_8.o_2:;;:_;_7 ___ _ 

x (80,81) 

Budget e�fect .(Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
· l979 ($ in thousands) 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ·· ·. . . . . • · . . . • • · · · · · • ·· • · • · · · · .  • • · � · • • • • • 

O�tl�y$ . . . . . . . .. . . � . · . · . · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · • · · · · · 

Su<Jgested act_i,on 

:. BAse Total 1979 1989 1981 
:!,5,000 

7,500 
0 
0 

...,;.s,oao .,...s,oao 
-1,250 -5,000 

This grant program would be reduced by $10 million thru 1981; this program was a part of the 
President's Urban Message and together with DOE's program wiil deliver the programmatic goals 
outlined in the initiative. HoweveJ; ,. only the communities whi ch are committed to constructing 
a facility are likely to receive funds as opposed.to the much larger number of communities 
interested in studying the feasibility. 



Na.me of affected program 

Mobile Sourc� Program 

Nature of �ctipn: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (aff�cting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

X 

" 

Type of_gctign r�quired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget examiner: Robs�o
,.....

n..;.._;.· _____ ____ 

Telephone: _.6_827 

X (79) 

X(BO, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposal� in Mid-Session Review) : 

BA . .- • • . . . . • . • . . . • . . . . • . • . • • . . • • • !" � • • • • • • • • • • • • • .• � • • • • • • 

out l_a y s . . . . . . . . . . . � . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . _. . . . .. . . � • . . "' . 

Sug�ested actip� 

1979 
:. BAse Total 

5,125 
2,563 

1979 

-5,125 
.... 2,563 

1980 

-5,125' 
.,.5,1-25 

The 1979 budget included 5,125 for a study to develop heavy duty truck emission standards, 

1981 

-5,125 
-5,125 

as :require(l in the Clea_n Air Act Amendments. The Act, however, provides for an interim means 
of determining the standards which would allow the actual standards from the sttidy results 
to be complet�d at EPA's discretion. It is possible, however, that EPA would argue strongly 
that it is legally necessary to complete the study. In this case, f�nding is required only in 
FY 1979 and could be removed in FY 1980. 



Budget examiner: R. · j. Riggs 

Telephone: 68.27• 

Name of affected program 

Noise 

Nature of ac;::tion: 

Substantive (affecting.program) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Environmental Protection Agency 

Type qf action required: 

.,x X._ ( 79) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other leg�slation 
Adm�nistrative action X .( �0, 81) 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
. 1979 

Base Tota.l 1979 ------
BA . . • . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . •. . • . . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 1 0 I 6 0 0 -1 ,· 0 0 0 
outlays . • . . . . . . • . • . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . • • . • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . 

·
• • •  10,600 -soo 

Suggested action 

1980 

-3,000 
-2,000 

1981 
-···---

-5,000 
-5,000 

Investigation of economic and technological bases of regulation development and research on 
health effects will be phased out. No new studies of industrial equipment will be initiated. 

Final promulgation of labeling regulations on consumer products will be completed. 

Promul-gation of emissiop regulations for outdoors noise s.ources will be cut back to one or two 
of the most significant sources. Demonstration projects on the :i.n.ternal combustion engine, 

. tire, and quiet trucks will be phased out. 

The Each Company Helps Others and Quiet Community Programs will be slowed down. Approximately 
10 ties will be effected. 

Noise evaluation efforts will stop. 



)
 



1979 Budget Reductions 
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

lime Hammill 
'kt•;..�ES/ 

Name of affe.cted program: 

Nature of action: 
Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 
one) 

X 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

(Check 
one) 

X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): (In thousands) 
1979 

BA • • • . • • . . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . • • • • • . • • . • • • • •• . • • . . • . • . . . • . • . . • .  

ou·t 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . .  

Base TotaJ 1919 

302,693 
23B,l24 

-3,54oll 
-B,740 

1980 

-1oo?l 
-400 

1981 
2/ -1 00-· 

-400 

l/ An additional $5,200K is a limitation on new obligational authority in the Federal Buildings Fund {FBF). 
2/ An additional $300K is a limitation on new obligational authority, FBF. 
S"uggesteq action: 

·--· 

A. Employment reductions 
PBS 400 
FSS 50 
NARS 50 
DAD 70 
OGC 10 
Other 20 

B. Travel reductiGns 
FSS $300K 
PBS $BOOK 

- 600 persons 
11 K 4 ,400K 
15K 750K 
17K B50K 
16K 1 ,120K 
22K 220K 
15K 300K 

7,640K 

Reduce employment based on current.vacancies 
to phase into the 19BO reduced FTE ceiling. 
The agency currently has 1,320 vacancies. 

Reduction of $BOOK in PBS travel funds reduces 
the program to the 1977 1 evel of $2, 120K. Re­
duction of $300K in FSS red uces travel to 
$1,100K, the 1978 level of funding. 



t:
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Budget Examiner: ��emphi� Norman 

Telephone: X-4534 
���------�----� 

1979 Budget Reductions 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Name of affected prQgrarn: 

Space Research and Technology (Advanced Technology ) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive ( affecting program) 

Operational ( affecting way 
programs are carried out ) 

( check 
one ) 

X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other Legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect ( Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review ) : 

( check 
one ) 

X 

( in millions of $) 

Suggested action: 

BA 
Outlays . 

1979 

Base Total 

111 

109 

1979 

-6 

-4 

1980 

-5 

-5 

1981 

-5 

-5 

This program provides a technology base to support current and future near-term and long-term NASA 
space flight missions. The major long-term emphasis in the program is on the development of information 
systems, power sources, and structures for advanced future satellites (e.g., planetary probes ) ; 
transportation systems ( e.g. advanced space shuttle concepts, and earth-orbiting tugs ) , and large 
structures in space for world-wide conununications and solar power sources. The reduction suggested by 
ESD staff in this area is designed largely to slow down the pace of technology development related to 
future long-term programs such as large structures, and advanced shuttles. These types of programs 
are not likely to be undertaken until the far distant future. 



Budget Examiner: 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Natior)al Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Name of affected program� 

Space Science { Supporting Research and Technology Programs) 

f4emph is Notma n 

X-4535 

(check 
Nature of action: one) TyBe of action required: 

(check 
one) 

Substantive {affecting progr(lrn) X_ 

Operational {affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Budget effect (Change from PresidentiaJ proposals 

BA . 
Outlays . 

Suggested action: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other Legislation 
Administrative action 

iil Mid-Session Review): 
{in millions of $) 

1979 
Base Total 1979 

247 
240 

-7 
-6 

X 

1980 

-5 
-5 

1981 

-5 
-5 

In this program NASA conducts unmanned space flight missions to the planets and performs astronomy 
investigations from earth-orbit. NASA maintains a rather sizeable ground-based research effort to: 
{l) develop scientific experiments for future fli9ht projects, {2) conduct labo

_ 
r

_
a

_
tory and theoretical 

research as part of the scientific effort, and {3) analyze data {information) from flight projects. 
NASA also conducts a large research effort in life sciences which includes studies of the effects of 
space on humans {e.g. bone calcium loss), and the existence of life in the Universe. The reduction 
suggested by ESD would modify the pace of development of experiments for future flight missions 
consistent with their probable timing {e.g. experiments for Spacelab), and experiments in the life 
sciences. 



Budget Examiner: Memphis Norman 

Telephone: X-4535 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Nationa 1 Aeronautics and Space Admi ni strati on 

Name of affected program: 

Space Flight (Development, Test, and Mission Operations) 

(check 
Nature of action: one) 

Substantive (affecting program) X 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other Legislation 
Administrative action 

6udget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

(check 
one) 

X 

1979 

Base Total 

(in millions of$) 

BA . . 

Outlays . 

Suggested action: 

163 

179 

1979 

-5 

-5 

1980 

-5 

-5 

1981 

-5 

-5 

NASA maintains an in-house engineering base (including a larqe number of support contracto r s ) at 
Huntsville, Alabama, Houston, Texas, and the Kennedy Space Center, Florida to support the development 
of the Space Shuttle and other development projects such as the Spacelab, the reusable tug, and several 
unmanned programs. The major portion of this engineering support is allocated to the Space Shuttle 
which is nearing the completion of its development phase--development will be completed in 1981. ESD . 
staff is suggesting that reductions be made in this program area as the engineering support requirement 
for the Shuttle continues to decline. 





1979 Budget Reuuctions 

Name of affect·ed program: Veterans Administration 
All programs involving staff administrative travel 

N�ture of action: 

Substanti�e (affecting program} 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out} X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action X 

.-......,..-

(Check 
one) 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount .for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review} : 
($ i.n millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  • • 

Outlays ..................... . 

Sugqested aqt;ion 

1979 
Base Total 

19,667 

19,756 

1979 1980 

-1 -1 -.1 

-1 -1 -1 

:Restrict VA staff travel to that which is necessary to carry out the medical and lbenefits programs. 

This would reduce education and conference travel but would not affect travel required for 

relicensure, recertificat:ion or accredit�tion functions. It would al,iow all program travel to 

continue. 

• • & 

� ... 



1979 Budget k�ductions 

Name of affected progra�: Veterans 1\dministration 
Medical Care 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) x 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action x 

(Check 
one) 

---

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are need�d, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
( $ 3.n mill io-hs) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays ............... , ..... . 

1979 

Base Total 

5,169 

5,166 

1979 1980 1981 

Sugqested action Require that VA reorganize its drug and alcohol abuse treatment program to reflect a 
"substanc-e abuse" approach. Presently, VA has l(tore than 50 drug treatment centers and more than 70 alcohol 
units. VA continues to request new single-purpose unit�. This contradicts the findings of VA's recent 
Pilot Alcohol a_nd Drug Abuse Treatment study which found that there is no significant difference in treatment 
outcomes in combined drug and alcohol ve:tsqs single-purpose centers. in addition, VA is projecting 
decreased drug patients and increased alcohol patients. Combined units would better use personnel, provide 
more facilities with substance abuse coverage and thus reduce the number of future centers needed. 

No cost savings would result in the nea:� tetm because the units would continue to operate • 

• ' & 



1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of af:fected p;rQgl:'_�m: veterans Administ:t(ltion 
Medical Care 

(Check 
one) 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) ____:_ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Ad�inistrative action 

X 

---

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect {Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Ses�ion Review) : 
($ in millions) 

BA • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • •  

Outlays ...................... . 

Sugqested action 

1979 
Base Total 

5,169 
5,166 

1979 

-10 
..-10 

-20 -20 
-20 -20 

Propose legislation to eliminate the provision of ,-iover-the-co�nter" drugs and phannaceuticals by VA to 
non-service-disabled veteran:;�. Presently these phannaceuticals are provided free to these veterans. The 
proposed change wouid not af:fect service-disabled veterans, nor would veterans be denied prescription 
medications required to carry out a11 approved cottrse of treatment. 

Costs a_re ball park, and must be verified by VA before any public exposure of this proposal. If enacted 
after the appro�riations bili for 1979, rescission or deferral could be ne�essary. 



1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of affect·ed program: Veterans A.dn)in��tra.t;lon 
Medical Care 

(Check 
one) 

Nature of action: Type of action requ�red: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

__ x _ 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action X 

_,.,..-..._,_ 

Note: If two or 

more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

outlays ..................... . 

Sugqested action 

1979 
Base Total 

5,169 
5,166 

1979 1980 1981 

-·-

Require proof of income from non-service-disabled veterans who s�ek VIA. ca:te on th� ba.sis of bein9 ''unable� 
to-defray" the cost of care. P:tesently, these veterap,s i[lust only attest that they cannot af£ord health care. 
These Unable-to-defray veterans represent more than 30% of VA's inpatient program. While this proposal will 
not probablY. save any funds, it would give assurance that these veterans receiving VA care are indeed the 
indigent for whoJ:n this care is intended. 

The extent to which proof of income can be required of the veteran may be so limited by present law that 
a legislative change would be necessary. 

• 
• & 



Name of affect·ed program: 

1979 Budget Re� .�tions 

Veterans Administration 
Medical Care 

(Check 
one) 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) x 
............... 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

X 

---

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid - Session Review) : 
($ ln miillons) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  I • • • • • •  

Outlays ..................... . 

1979 
Base Total 

5,169 

5,166 

1979 

..-20 

-20 

1980 

-40 
,...;40 

1981 

-38 

..,.38 

Sugqested acti9n Propose legislation to eliminate the one-year presumption of dent�l disability. Present 

law allows the veteran to seek dental care from VA within one year of his discharge from active duty to have 

his teeth repaired on a one-time basis. The VA believe� that this benefit is 'inappropriate for VA because 
most of this care should have been rendered while the veteran was on active duty. This proposal does not 

· affect 'the VA care of service-disabled teeth. 

Rough cost estiiiiCltes sbou,ld be verified by VA. Also, the Department of Defense t'l)ay oppose this action and 
should review it if it is considered for action. 

. . ' 

r 
' 
.� . .  



Name of affect·ed program: 

• 

1979 Budget Reductions 

veterans Administration 
Medical Care 

(Check 
one) 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) _:_ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

---

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget_effect (Change from Presidentiol proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

($ Iri millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlay� ..................... . 

Suggested 4ction 

1979 
Base Total 

5,169 
5,166 

1979 1980 1981 

P:r:opose legislation to limit to six months the tilDe which a non-service-disableO. veteran may spend 
in a VA nursing home. Presently, the non-service-disabled veteran may remain in a VA nursing 
home indefinitely, but may be placed in a community nursing home at VA expense for 6 months only. 
However, service-disabled veterans may (and would continue to) remain in VA anci cortnnunity facilities 
as long as medically necessary. Tbetefore, a situation has developed where non-service-disabled 
veterans are kept in VA nursing homes while service-disabled veterans are placed into the 
community, where the care fr.equently is of lesser quality. The propos;ed 6-month limi ta tio11 would 
align VA and contract community nursing home care for non-service-disabled vete:r:ans, wot.?.ld still 

�: 
,._ 
,' 

\ 
r 

i, 

.\ 

r. 



- 2 -

allow adequate time for non-service-d�sabled VA nursing care to continue while other placement 

is located, and would el,i..minate the perverse incentive which currently exists. Also, by 
placing an absolute limit on this benefit, non-service-disabled vetera]l access to medicare 

and medicaid should be expedited. It is not anticipated that this proposal would save any 
funds in the present budget, because extensive waiting lists exist for VA nursing home care. 
However, if enacted this change would reduce the need to build additional new VA n�rsi]lg 
homes in the future and thus would play a substantial role in holding down future VA 
operational costs. This proposal could result in more veterans seeking other federally­
supported benefits sue}]. as medicare and medicaid. 



1979 Budget Rt�uctionS 

Name of affected program: veterans Adini11isttatj,on 
Medical Care 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) ___ 

Operational (affecting way 

Type of _act:i.o�L requ;ired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 

(Check 
one) 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 

programs are carried out) x 

Other legislation 
Administrative action x ......;;;:........--. . identify dollar 

amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid�Session Review) : 

($ ln millions) 

BA • • • . • • • •  � • • • •
. 
• • • . • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays ..................... . 

Sugqested action 

1979 
Base Total 

5,169 
5,166 

1979 1980 

-10 
... 10 

1981 

..-20 
-20 

Begin to identify structural.ly out:Inoded and medically inappropriate facilities for closure. Several VA 
hospitals are physically deteriorating and will need replacement, and/or are ha,ving di:eficulty due to size 
and location in keeping up with and delivering corttell\porary health care. Certain of these should be closed, 
and others c,onsidered for replacell\ent with more medically appropriate outpatient clinics, etc. A staffing 
reduction as well as facility operating expense savings would result. 

Costs are very rough and based upon small facility closures. The VA must review estimates before any public 
exposure. 

. . ' 



1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of affected progr�m: Veter�ns .Adnlini.s tra, t;i.on 
General Operat;lng Expen!;!es 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) ___ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) __..x_ 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action�x�--

(Check 
one) 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
{$ in millions) 

BA • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
.

. . . . . . .  

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . .  

Sugqested action 

1979 

Base Total 

620 

620 

1979 

.,..3 
.,..3 

1980 

... 3 
-3 

1981 

-3 
-3 

The Veterans A.d!ninistration is in the process of implementing a six-year effort (the TARGET System) which 
will automate its benefit progr�s processing. The agency has indicated the need for an additional, 
unpla11ned computer to fully implement the system. The benefits-cost ratio without the additional computer 
is only 1.18/1.00. The additional computer would make the TARGET System B/C ratio marginal at best. 

I.t is recomme11ded that, ·unless the agency can fully implement the system within already approved resources, 
the system be implemented on a scaled down basis, or that other modifica�ions be undertaken to eliminate 
the implied requirement for additional computer capacity. 



1979 Budget •. ..;;ductions 

Name 9! _affect�c;l prpgr�m: Veterans Ad!ninistration 
· Construction, Major Programs 

(Check 
one) 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) _ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

X 

---

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 

. identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budqet effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
( $ 1 n mill�ons) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays . . . . . .  -. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  · 

Sugqested action 

1979 
Base Total 

296 

230 

1979 1980 

.-48 
-2 

1981 

-10 

Cancel recent dec;i.$i6n tQ build a new VA. hospital il) Camden, New Jersey. Return to President's 
Budget PX'Qpqsal to build a nursing home ;i.n Ph;i.ladelphia and an outpatient clinic in Camden • 

. . ' .. 



Name of affected p_l;"ogram: 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Veterans Administration 
Veterans Life Insurance 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program)� 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legisl�tion 
Administrative action 

X 

__......._......_ 

(Check 
one) 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
($ in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .• • • •  • • • • • • •  

ou·tlays ..................... . 

Suggested action 

1979 
Base Total 

537 
294 

1979 
� 

.,..19 
-19 

1980 

-19 
-19 

1981 

-19 
.,..],9 

Veteran beneficiaries of three veteran insurance programs are paid annual dividends on their policies 

from the surplus income over liabilities incurred during the year. Under current law, the administrative 

costs of managing these programs are borne by the U.S. Government. Since insurance coverage is a non­

service-connected benefit, it is proposed that the surplus on which dividends are paid be reduced by 

the amount necessary to cover the administrative costs of operating the pro<Jrams. 



Reductions 

Name of" affect·ed program: veterans Administration 
·· Medical Care 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) _.:. Rescission proposal 
beferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way Other legislation 
programs are carried out) Administrative action x 

(Check 
one) 

---

Note: If two or 
r:nore kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollal:' 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
($ in millions) 

BA • • • . • • • • • . . • . . • • • • . • • • . • . • .  

Outlays ...................... . 

Suggested ac�_ion 

1979 

Base Total 

5,169 

5,166 

1979 1980 1981 

- 4 -4 

-4 -4 

Cancel decision to lease a VA outpatient clinic in Breward Ceun.ty, Florida. This faci],.ity is 
not necessary and was agreed to by the Administration in an attempt to secure support for hospital 
cost cont�inment legislation. 

• i 





Name of affected program: 

Central Personnel Operations 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

19].9 Budget Reductions 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

(Check 
one) 

X 

Rescission proposal 
l)eferra l propos a 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

(Chec� 
one) 

--X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): (In thousands) 

1979 

BA · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ��· ·  

Out 1 ays . . • • . • • . • . . .  � • .  
·
• • . . • . • • . • . • . . . . • . • • • . . . • . . • . • . . . . .  

Suggested action: 

Base Total 1979 

121 ,500 
118,900 

-715 
-715 

1980 
. 

1981 
-·-

--

Reduce 1979 personnel, travel, and overtime costs. Assumes the agency will begin to lapse vacancies in 
1979 in order to meet 1980 employment reductions. Also assumes that the agency can curtail overtime by 
$200K since it, historically, has ranked as one of the higher users of overtime among the 24 medium sized 
agencies in which it is classed. Further, since the Commission has tended to overestimate travel costs, 
a 2% reduction in such costs is proposed.· 

· 



--�
 



Program Administration 

N�ture of ��tion: 

Sub$tantive (affecting 

Operational (affecting 
programs are carried 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Community Services Administration 

Type of action require�: 

X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposaL� in Mid�Session Review) : 
( $ in millions) 

BA • •  e • • • • • • • •

.

• • • • • •  • • •  , • • • • • •  

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . !I' • • • • • • • • • •  

Suggested action 

1979 

Base Total 

$34.0 
31.6 

1 979 

$-.5 

-.5 

i980 

$-. 5 
-

. 5 

198], 

$-.5 

-.5 

The 1980 budget planning letter to CSA reduced full-time permanent staff by 21 positions below the 1979 
ceiling of 1·, 014 slots. While only about 930 positions are now filled, added slots. were given to CSA 

so it would have·flexibility during an internal reorganization. CSA will not exceed its 1980 ceiling 
of 993 positions in 1979 either and therefore the 1979 budget can also be lowered by 21 positions, 
saving $525,000 th:tough a rescission or negative budget amendment. It may be desirable to reduce 
the 1979 pay supplemental for CSA rather than seek a rescission or propose a budget amendment. 

7/20/78 



1979 Budget Reductions 

Coi:nrriunity Services Administration 

National ,Advisory Council on Economic Opportunity (NACEO) 

N�tu�e of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) Rescission proposal x 

- ·Deferral proposal 
---

Operational (affecting way Other legislation 
programs are carried out) X Administrative action ---

Budget etfect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($·in milliOns) 

BA . • • • • •  , • • • • • • • • • • • • •  , • • • • •  , 

Outlays .............. � ...... . 

Suggest�d 9,_c�ion 

1979 
l3ase Total 

$.3 
. 3 

1979 

$-.3 . 

-.3 

1980 

$-.3 

-.3 

1981 

$-.3 

-.3 

Terminate NACEO and request a rescission of $300,000 (o;r a negative 1979 budget art)endment if the 
appropriation for CSA is not enacted ) . The Administration's reauthorization bill would terminate 
NACEO in early 1979. The House bill extends NACEO through early 1980, and l-imits fiscal year 
expenditures to $175,000, while the Senate bill authorizes the council for another three years. 
A rescission or negative budget amendment of $300,000 would terminate _NACEO as of the end of 
FY 1978. It may be desirable to reduce the 1979 pay supplemental for CSA rather than seek a 

rescission or submit a budget amendment. 
' 

7/20/78 





Budget Examiner: Gail Pesyna 

Telephone : X-4640 

Name_ of affected progr�m: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
National Science Foundation 

Science Education--Science and Society Program 

Nature of a�tion: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(check 
one) 

X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other Legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

(check 
one) 

X 

1979 
Ba�e Total 

(in millions of$) 

Suggested action: 

BA 
Outlays 

6 
6 

1979 

-2 
-2 

1980 

-2 
-2 

1981 

-2 
-2 

The Science and Society program is concerned with increasing communications between the scientific 
community and the public. Three subprograms exist for this purpose, one of which, Science for Citizens, 
was created by the Congress after heated debate in FY 1977. Among other activities, this program would 
provide NSF funding for scientific support to public interest and intervener groups participating in 
public policy issues with strong technical components. The appropriateness of this role for NSF is 
highly questi onable, and a number of the other activities within Science for Citizens could be funded 
through one of the other two subprograms. ESD staff suggests that the Science for Citizens subprogram 
be terminated. 



Name of affected program: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
National Science Foundation 

Budget Examiner: 

Telephone: 

Gail Pesynq 

X-4640 

Science Education--Science Education Resources Improvement Program 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational ( affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(check 
one·) 

X 

Type_of action reguired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra 1 propos a 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

( check 
one ) 

X 

Budget effect ( Change from Presidential p�oposa1s in Mid-Session Review) : 

Suggested qCtion: 

BA 
Outlays 

1979 
Base Tota 1 

30 
28 

( in millions of $) 

1979 

-3 
-2 

1980 

-1 

1981 

One of the objectives of this program is to contribute to a stable flow of talented under-rep�esented 
ethnic minority students and individuals from low income families into the sciences. As a new approach 
to this problem the Congress authorized the establishment of a Resource Center for Science and Engineering 
in FY 1978, stipulating that if experience with such a center warrants establishment of other centers, 
consideration should be given to expansion of the program. NSF would like to establish three more 
Centers in FY 1979 for comparative purposes; however, until some information is available from the first 
project such expansion can be postponed, and po�$ibly may be shown to be unwarranted. ESD staff suggests 
that funding for these new Centers in FY 1979 be eliminated. 



Budget Examiner: 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
National Science foundation 

Name of affected program: 

Ocean Sediment Coring Program--Ocean f-1argin Drilling Planning and Evaluation 

(check 
Nature of action: one) 

Substantive (affecting program) X 

Operational (affecting way 
programs �re carried out) 

Type of actio_n _regui red: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

(check 
one) 

X 

Gail Pesyna 

X-4640 _ _  

1979 
Base Total 

(in millions of$) 

BA . 
Outlays . . . 

Suggested actiQo: 

14 
12 

1979 

-4 
-2 

1980 

-2 

1981 

As part of NSf•s support for Earth Sciences, the Deep Sea Drill ing Program has led to significant 
advances in understanding the mak

_
eljp of the Earth and

_ 
its geolo9ic history. U.S. institutions that 

have participated in this program have proposed a new 10-year, $450 million Ocean Margin Drilling 
Program as a follow-on effort. NSF has budgeted $4 million in FY 1979 for planning and evaluation 
of this activity. ESD staff is suggesting elimination of this planning money since budget constraints 
in FY 1980 make a large new initiative in Ocean Margin Drilling appear unlikely. 
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Name of.affect�d program 

Development company loans 
Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) ......,...._x---,'-__ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Small Business Administration 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra 1 propos a 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget Examiner Frank Seidl 
Telephone x 4507 

X 

Budget effect (Change from Presi denti a 1 proposals in Mid-Session Review): ( $ in mi 11 ions) 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .  . 

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Suggested action: 

1979 
Base Total 

45 
45 

1979 

-10 
-10 

1980 1981 

-10 -10 
-10 -10 

Scale back the level of direct loans to state and local development companies for plant construction, conversion, 
or expansion, or land acquisition. Rely on funding provided through Cornmerce•s Economic Development Administration 
which supports similar activities, but under broader economic development goals. 



Name of affected program 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Sma 11 Bust ness Administration 

Business Loan and Investment Fund - Section 7(a) business loans 
Nature oJ action: Type <:>_f �ction required: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 
...,;.;;..,...___.� 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral propos a 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget Examiner Fran� _Seidl 
Telephone x -4507- -

X 

Budge_teffect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): ($in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • •  � � • • •  � • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Out 1 �Y·S • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

�uggested action: 

1979 
Base Total 

160 
160 

1979 

-60 
-60 

1980 

-60 
-60 

1981 

-60 
-60 

Reduce level of planned FY 1979 7(a) direct loan activity. Emphasize instead the 7(a) guarantee program. There 
is strong congressional support for direct -vs guarantee loans ... most small business borrowing needs can, however, 
be met through the guarantee program with significantly less impact on Federal outlays. 



Name of affected program 

Other Services 
Nature_ of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) __ _ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Small Business Administration 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget Examiner __ F_r
..,..
a
....,
nk 

.......... 
S_e _i d_l _ __ __ 

Te 1 ephone _______ x--"-4...,...5..,...07- ____ _ 

X 

Budget _ _ effect {Change from Presidential propo$als in Mid-Session Review): {$ in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • •  � • • •  -: • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Suggested action: 

1979 
Base Total 

17.8 

17.5 

Reduce leVel of contract services for adrnini strati ve support. 

1979 

-1.0 
-.9 

1980 

-1.0 
-1.0 

1981 

-1.0 
-1.0 





Name of affected program 

Printing and reproduction 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) __ _ 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Small -Business Administration 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget Exami ne r ..,.-'-....:F:...!r...:: a�n!!,k :=-=S::.=e�i .::;.dl.:__ __ _ 

Telephone ---�x'--4..:...::5:;;::0;..:,_ 7 ____ _ 

X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : ($ in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlay� .............................. . 

Suggested action: 

1979 
Base.Total 

1.7 
1.6 

1979 

-.2 

-.2 

1980 

-.2 

-. 2 

1981 

-.2 
-.2 

Reduce planned increases in FY 1979 and base resources allocated for printi ng of SBA pamphlets and promotional 
1 i terature. 





Name of affected program 

Investment Company Assistance 
Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) ----=X�­

Operationa 1 (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Small Business Administration 

Type of_a<;tjon required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget Examiner Frank Seidl 
Telephone · x 4507 

X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): ($ in millions) 

BA . . • • . . . • • • • • • • . • • • • . • • . • • . . • . • • • . . . . 

Outlays ............................... . 

Suggested action: 

1979 
Base_ Jotal 

22 

20 

_ J9Z9 

-,.2 
-2 

1980 .. 

-2 

-2 

1981 

-2 

-2 

Scale back the level of commitment to direct loans (purchases) of debentures issued by small business investment 
companies (SBic•s). SBic•s have not proven themselves to be as effective as originally anticipated in providing 
venture capita 1 financing for sma 11 concerns owned_ and opera ted by disadvantaged persons. 



Name of_affected __ program 

Travel 
Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) -,.---�� 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

1979 B�dget Red�ctions 
Small Business Administration 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

Administrative action 

Budget Examiner _ Frank Seidl 
Telephone x 4507 -

X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): ( $in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  

Outlays • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Suggested action: 

1979 
Base Total 

8.1 
8.0 

1979 1980 

-.5 -.5 
-.4 -.5 

Reduce planned level of agency travel--would still allow a $300K increase over FY 1978 level. 

]981 

-. 5 
-.5 
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1979 Budget Reductions 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Executive Branch Postage Costs 

N�ture of action: �ype of �ction required: 

Substantive ( aff:ecting program.)� _Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way Other legislation 
programs are carried out) _x_ Administrative action x 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

($ in millions) 

BA , . . . . . . • • . •  , , . � , . .  , , , , , , , , • 

Outlays ............... , . . . . . . 

Suggest·ed' action 

1979 

Base Total 

? 

? 

1979 l�BO 1981 

-lO(est) -lO(est) -lO(est)· 
-10 (est) , -10 (est) -10 (est)· 

Administratively require all Government publicatiOI!S periodicals, information memoranda, 
etc. with mailing lists in excess of 100 use third-class postage as opoosed to first­
class. Evidence suggests that current mailing regulations are not being properly and 
uniformly applied. 



---............ .-.... -...... - ............ -. ..  - •  .. -· ,. · ·� .. _.,., ____ , __ .. . --... �--�·�-.. ··- .............. ···-� .. 
-· -·----- .. ····� .. - · ·  ·- . .

.
. ·-··· ·- . 

. ·. ; 
. . 

1919 Budget Reduction� 
ACTION, operating expenses�'. international progr�ms 

Peace Corps 

Nature of a.c:t:i911: Typ� of action reguiJ:"ed: 

Substantive· (a ffecting progra�) .... Rescission proposal x 
·�··De f erral prOposal 

__,..___,.._ 

Operational (aff�ctifig way Othe� l�gislation 
programs are carried out) x Adminis�rative action x 

(Check 
.one) 

__,,____ 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential ptoposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
. ($ in m{11ions) 

BA • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  I • • • • • • I • •  

Outlays . . .
. 
• . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... . 

. 1979 
B.Cise rrota1 

95.1 
92.7 

1979 

-5 
--5 

1980 

-5 
.-5 

198:1,. 

-5 
-5 

Sugqested· action: Defer full implementation of new trainipg progt'atits fot Peace Corps volunteers for six 
months. Administration has supported these training programs in FY 1978 through a supplemental request; 
enactment of that supplemental before September is uniiktHy aQq full implementation of the program will be 

delayed. Othet; actions could involve delaying entry into new countries ari<;l delaying filling of volunteer 
slots as they open. 



Name· of· af·fe·c·t·ed' program: 

· National Youth Service 

NatUr� of action: 

Substantive· (affecting 

Operational (affectirig 
programs are carried 

197;9 Budget Reductions 
A.CTION; operating expeQses, domestic programs 

Type of action r�·quir_ed: 

pro�ia�) -�-� Rescission proposal 
· · · · -·· Defe:rn:al proposal 
way· Other legislation 
out) Administrative action 

(Check 
.one) 

---

7-'20-78 
LVE 

Note: lf two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ in millions) 

eA . .. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . ; . . . . . . . . 
Outl.ays. , . . . . .. , , . . . . . . . . . '! • •  , • 

1979 
. Bas_e. t,rqta;L 

5 
5 

1979 

-5 
-.5 

1980 198J. 

-5 -5 
-5 -5 

Suggested· act.ion: Rescind funds provided in. FY 1979 to study the concept of a 'National Youth Service. 

This·proposal was ofiginally presented to the President as a full-scale $500M program, with ultimate full-year 

costs possibly reaching $6 billion, a:nd was ·not approved. Upon appeal, $5M and 10 staff were restored for 

research and e'{al.uation in FY 1979. Work has already begun and a RFP for up to $3.7M has been released. 

However; ACTION is al,;ready conducting an. experiment in Syracuse with DOL youth funds, which will provide some 

information. Since it woul,d be extremely difficult to squeeze a full scale program into future year budgets, 

the .advisapility of studying the concept is questionable. The agency places a high priority on this item. 



. �gjg Budget Reductions 
ACftqN, operating expenses, domestic programs 

,; ,· .. 

Name· of· af·fec·ted· prograrn:
. 

VISTA 

Nature of action: Type of a9t�qn :r�quired : 

Substantive· {affecting 

Operational (affecting way 
· prog�ams are carried out) 

X. 

{Check 
.one) 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
act;�ons are needed,. 
identity dollar 
amo�,Jnt for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
($ in millions) 

'B A ' • I • • • . • • .• • • • ' • I • • • • • • • • .- • � • 

Outlay s , , . . . .. , . . . . , • .  -, .. , ... · 

1979 
Base Tota_l 

47.6 

46.5 

),.979 

-12 I 

-.11 

1980 1981 

-12 -12 

-13 -12 

S\}ggest�d· actio n: Termituite one-third of;V:ISTA projects in FY 1979. By not refi:lling the vacated volunteer 
slots, program level could be reduced to FY1978 lev�l. In effect, this proposal would reverse the. decision to 
increase VISTA by about 30% for FY 79. Savings amount to about $8M.· Further savings ($4M) could be realized 
by rescinding funds approved :for a nel,-1 Office of Voluntary' Citizen Participation in FY 79. Both programs have 
high priority in the agency • 



19i9 Budget Reductions 
A.CTION, operating expenses, domes tic programs 

Name· of· a f'fe·c·ted· program: 
·, 

Older American Volunteer Programs 

Nature of action: Type of action r�quired: 
' 

Substantive· (affecting progra�) x Rescission proposal 
- ··Deferral proposal 

X 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Other legislation 
x Administrative action x 

(Check 
.one) 

____ ......., 

7-20-78 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Ch�nge from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ ln millions) 

BA . . . . � • .• . . .  , , , . .. . .  , • , , .. . • , ,. , 
.Qu t 1 a y s . • • • • . • • • • • • • � • •. • • • . • .  

1979 
�g.�e Total 

62.6 
61.2 

1979 

-6 •. 7 
-6.7 

1980 

-13.4 
-13.4 

1981 

-15.1 
-15.1 

Suggested· action: Change regulations requiring local sponsors of ACTION Older American Volunteer progra.ms 
to increase local share of funding by 10% per year up to a maximum of 50% (currently 30% for the Retired Senior 
Volunteer Program; 10% for Foster Grandparents and Senior Companions). Rescind funds freed up by increased local 
share (or reduqed Federal share) rather than initiate new 'project sites. Advent of Proposition 13 and experience 
with proposed reduction fot Retired Se�lior· Volunteer Program (RSVP) in FY 79, make success highly questionable. 
Administration has just sent forward an amendment for RSVP to restore $4.7M to 1979 budget bec�use of the adverse 
rea'ction t.o the reduction. 
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Budget examiner: 

Telephone: 

Board for International Broadcasting 
1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of affected program : Board for International Broadcasting 
.. 

Nature .. of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra 1 propos a 1 
Other legislation 
Adlllinistrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 

BA ( thousauds ) . . • • • • • • . . . . . . • • .• • . • . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . • .  

O.ut 1 ays (thousands) • • . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Suggested action 

Base Total 

728 

na 

X 

Spevacek 

4580 

1980 

-728 
-728 

1981 

-778 
-778 

Through legislation, eliminate BIB (saving 10 FTP's, 5 part-time Board members and extensive 
administrative expenses). State would devote 2 man years to providing grants to RFE/RL and ensuring 
RFE/RL's conformance to broad U.S. policies. BIQ has been useful in modernizing RFE/RL but is becoming 
increasingly self-serving. State would oppose change because of increased workload and its desire to 
keep its distance from RFE/RL. BIB and some congressional people would also oppose. RFE/RL and its 
small but vocal constituency would probably support change. Any 1979 savings would be minor due to 
late legislative enactment and would be offset by termination costs. 

July 21 , 1978 



1. 
' 

Budget examiner : ....;s.p.;;. e.;..;va;;.;;; c;.;;e.;.;.k _____ _ 

Tel ephone : _4_58_0 ___ __.. ........... 

Board for Ifiternational Broadcasting 
1979 Budget Reductions 

Naine of affected program: International Broadcasting 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

X 

Type of action requited: 

Resci ssion proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effec_t (Change from Presidential proposals in Mi d- Session Review): 

. 1979 

BA ( thous�nds) . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outlays (thousands) • • • • • . • • . • • • • • . . . • . • • . . . . . . . • • • .  

Suggested action 

Base Total 

84,452 
77,646 

X 

1979 1980 

-250 
-250 

1981 

-265 
-265 

Direct RFE/RL to cease broadcasting immediately in four lowest priority languages (Tajik, Turkman, 
Kirghiz, Uigur). Current broadcasts in these languages are too brief (thirty minutes per day or less) 
to be effective. 1979 savings would be used to terminate affected employees. 

July 21, 1978 



Budget examiner: Bruce Jobosoo 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Name_ of affected program local Service Air Carrier Subsidies· 

Nature of action: 
(Check 
one) Type of act 1 on regu ired: 

Substantive (affecting program) __ X __ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Othe� legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _____ · Administrative action 

Budget effect {Change from Presidenti�l proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

Bas_e Total 1979 

(Che�k 
one) 

X 
X 
X 

BA . • . . • • • . . . • . . • • . • • •  , • • • • • .• •• • , • •.•• , • • • • •. •••• • • ••• 
Out 1 ays ............................ , • •• •  , , . .  , . , . . • • .  

68.900 
69,341 

.-13,400 .-14,700 
"13,400 .. ]4,700 

Suggested action 

X4164 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
aii)Ount for each 

1981 
.-.-.. 

-15,300 
-.15,300 

Redefine subsidy eligible operations to exclude service to points enplaning more than 100 passengers a day. 
Pending regulatory reform legislation in the House and Senate would prevent the CAB from taking this action 
{which the CAB is presently contemplating at a staff level) , 

· 



Budget examiner: Bruce Johnsot. 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Civil Aeron�utics Board 

Name of affected program Regulation of Government Air Cargo Rates 

Nature of action: 
(Check 
one) Type of act�on_ .reguir_ed: 

Substantive (affecting program) _ ___::.X __ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) -------------- Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in M1d-Session Review): 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • • . • • . • . . •  , . •  , • • • . • • . . . • . • . • • •  

Out 1 ay s . . . . . . . . • . . . . , • . . • • .  , . . . .  , • • . •  , . , , . . , . , . . . , � 

Suggested action 

1979 
. 

Base Total 1979 

27··042 . ' 

26,811 
.-450 
-450 

(Check 
one) 

X 

X 
X 

1980 

-450 
.-450 

X4764 

Note: lf two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-450 
-450 

Deregulate military and postal service rates (saving about seven positions each} with the latter requiring 
new legislation. The Federal Governlllent is a significant consumer of airline services and should be able to 

negotiate competitive contracts for those services by itself without CAB help. 

' 
r 

'· 

i . 



Budget examiner: Bruce Johns01 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Name of affected program Regulation of Air Freight Forwarders 

Nature of action: 
(Check 
one) Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) -'--X...o,.-.,-.,.=-,-­ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other l�gislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _____ Administrative action 

Budget effect {Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . • • . . . • . •  , . •  , • •  , . . . . • . . . • . • • . 

Out 1 ays.. . � • • . • . . . . . . . • • . • • • . • • • , • , • � • •  , . �: , • , , � , • . •  � . 

Suggested action 

Bas_e T ota 1 1979 

27,042 
26,811 

�250 
.,.250 

{Check 
one) 

X 

X_ 

1980 

-250 
-250 

X 4764 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions· are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-250 
-250 

Deregulate completely air freight forwarder operations (saving approximately eight positions). In light 
of the deregulation ()f air cargo operations, it seems anomalous to continue to regulate associated ground 
services. 



Budget examiner: Bruce Johnson 

Te 1 ephone: _X...;.4.;....76;;...,;4...;._ ___ _ 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Civil Aeronautics Board 

Name of affected program Sa 1 aries and Expenses 

Nature of action: 
(Check 

one) Type of action required: 

Substantive {affecting program) ___ _ Rescissi�n proposal 
Deferriil proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) __ X_. __ Administrathe action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA · · · · · · · · · · · · · � · · · · �· · · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · · · · · · · · · ·
·
· 

Out 1 ays . . . . . .  � !" • • • • • • • • •  , • •  , • • • •  , • , • •  , • •  , • • • • •• •. • � • •  

Suggested action 

Base Total 1�79 

27,042 
26,811 

�200 
..-200 

(Check 
one) 

X 

X 

1980 

-200 
�200 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

198l 

-200 
-200 

Eliminate three field offices lDallas/Fort Worth, Miami and Seattle) in whictt inve$tigators were located to 
assure compliance with CAB regulations, These enforcement activities are no longer needed given the new re­
gulatory reform climate, 

I 
I 

'i 
I 



1�79 Budget Reductions 
. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) 

Name of affected program: Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC) 

Nat�re of action: 

Substantive (affecting 

Operational (affecting 
programs are carried 

Type of action required: 

program) X· Rescission proposal 
___,... 

. . 
Deferral proposal 

way Other legislation 

X 

out) ___ Administrative action ____ � 

Bu�get effect (Change from Presidential ptUposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
. ('$ in millions) 

BA • • • • • • • • • •  • . • • • • • • . • • • • • •  I! • 
outlays . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Suggested,action 

1979 
Base Total 

41.5 

39. 7. 

Upon enactment of CPSC's 1979 appropriations b�ll: 

197� 1980 

-5.5 -5.5 

-4.9 -5�5 

-- · accept a $1.5 milli.on reduction provided in the Hom�e version.l/ 

1981. 

-5.5 

. -5.5 

1/ . . 
- Should the conferees .provide a higher level, the rescission request would be increased accordingly.· 

July 20, 1978 



19i9 Budg�t Reductions 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) 

Name· of· af·.ee·c·ted program: 

Enforcement of Equal Employment Opportunity 

Nature of action: 

Substantive· (affecting 

Operational (a£fecting 
programs are carried 

(Check 
.one). 

Type of act:ion required : 

program) x Rescission proposal 
-

··Deferral proposal 
way Other legislation 
out) Administrative action 

X 

---

7-20-78 

LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed,. 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

BUdget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) 
($ ln million s ) 

BA • . • . . • I • • • • • • • • • ' • • • ' • • I • • • 

Out.lays ....... , . . . .
. 
• � . . . . .  , . .  

1979 
Base Total 

110 

104 

:t-979 

-2 

-2 

1980 

-2 

-2 

198], 

-2 

-2 

Suggested· action: Bring forward the proposed 1980 ceiling reduction to 1979. This would delay 

the imple'!fientadon of th.e new charge processing system in some offices and possibly keep the systemic 

prog�am from getting started. 



,oJ ·"' 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Export-Import Bank 

Name of affected program: Cooperative Financing Facility (CFF) 

Nature of action: 

Substanthe (affecting program) X 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Tyee of .
_
a�tion required: 

Resci�sion proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legi$lation 
Administrative action 

Budget examiner: R. Silberman 

Telephone: 4594 

Bu.dget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

BA (millions) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outlays (millions) • • . • • . • • • • • . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . 

Program (rni 11 ions) . . . . . .  ·· . . . . . . . . .  � � . . .. . . . . . . . . . . 

Suggested action: 

1979 
Base Total 

18 
10 

150 

l9}9 1980 1981 

-89.7 -67.7 -44.6 
-29.7 -57.7 -44.6 

-100.0 -100.0 -100.0 

Eximbank would be asked to curtail new CFF credit lines and hold approvals to $50 million annually until a1 
ongoing program evaluation is satisfactorily completed. A shortfall from the budgeted leve1 was likely 
giVen current program levels, but a policy decision to curtail new activity would provide some saving,-;. 
This is a marginal program of Eximbank's that was ranked below all others in the 1979 ZBB submission. 
Effect on U.S. exports would be nominal, but public announcement might produce some adverse reaction given 
current trade picture. 

July 21, 1978 



1979 Budget Reductions 
Export- Import Bank 

Name of affected program: Administrative Expenses 

Nature of action: Type of action
._ 

regu ired.: 

Substantive (affecting program} 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Buctget effe�t (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review}: 

1979 

BA (rni 11 ions) . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Outlays (millions) • • • • • • . • . . . • • • . . . . . . . . . • .  

Suggested action: 

B�se Total 

13.5 
13.5 

Budget examiner: R, Silberman 

ielephone: 4594 

1979 198.0 1981 
............... 

-.25 -.25 -.25 
-.25 -.25 -.25 

The Bank•s Board consists of five full-time Directors, including the President and First Vice President. The 
three directors that are not officers of the Bank, all Executive Level IV, could be changed from full- to 
part-time positions. Rather than meeting weekly to approve all individual loan credits and preliminary 
commitments, the Board could meet quarterly or semi-annually to review and set overall policies and programs. 
Day-to-day operational decisions would be taken by the Bank's officers. This should be presented as an 
effort to streamline the Bank's operations and reduce the number of exect,Jtive-level positions. If this 
action resulted in more efficient operations and consistent application of policy to programs, it could be 
favorably received by the business community. 

July 21, 1978 



1979 Budget Reductions 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board 

Budget Examiner: 
Telephone: 

13rig}la_m 
4610 

Name of a:f'fec:teQ. program: Federal Home Loan Bank Bo.ard (FHLBB) Revolving Fund, Limitation 
on Admin_istrative and Nonadministrative Expenses 

�ature of action: (Check one) 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Otbe:r legislation 
Administ�ative action 

(Check one) 

Note: If two or more kinds 
of �6tions are needed, 
identify dollar amount 
for each. 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Miq-Sessi.on Review) (Dollars in Millions): 

Li:n:t.i t� tions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

197-9 Base Total 
(49.6)* 

1,503 

1979 
(-1.6) 
... so 

1980 
(-1. ·6) 

19.81 
(.,.1.· 6) 

E·mp.loymen t ( _F·TP .> • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  �. � � • • • • -50 -50 

* All administrative expenses of the FHLBB are financeg by fees assessed against the savings 
and loan industry. No appropriated funds are used, so no budget authority or outlays are 
recorded. FHLBB expenses are subject to congressional limitations approved in Appropria­
tions Acts. 

Suggested action 

The proposed action would involve a reduction o.f 50 in the staff of the FHLBB. TCH staff 
feel the Board could make such a reduction by allowing 1::.he e}(amination cycle for savings 
and loan institutions to lengthen to the 15:...16 month range. The Board would be co{lstrained 
to use staff more efficiently and to develop better �tatistical methods to score savings 



and loan.institutions to identify those institutions II!OSt in need of examination or 

superv1s1on. if the Bog.rd we:re nQt to achieve the necessary improvements, the 
percentage of losses experienced by the rederal Savings and Loan Insurance Fund as 
a result of defaulting institutions would incr.ease. 

July 17, 1978 

2 



Budget Examiner Mike Arnold 

Te 1 ephone x4563 

Name of affected program 

Petroleum Industry Litigation 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program} 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out} 

(Check 
one} 

X 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Federal Trade Commission 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review}: 

BA • . . • . . . . . . • • . . . . • . . • • • • • • . . . . . • . • . . . . . . • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

Outlays .................................................... . 

Suggeste<t �ction 

1979 
Base Total 

3.7 
5.0 

1979 

-3.7 
-3.7 

(Check 
one} 

X 

1980 

-3 
-3 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-3 
-3 

FTC should be instructed to consider the feasibility of abandoning the antitrust suit against eight major 
petroleum refining companies in view of the high costs to the Government and the private sector, as well 
as the questionable benefits to the consumer if the case· is won. (This is the largest antitrust enforcement 
action in the history of the agency. Although the complaint was issued in 1973, the case is still in 
pretrial proceedings; if it goes to trial, litigation will last for years at an annual cost of $3-5M.} 



Budget Exami ner _ _ M _i k_e_
A_r _no_l_d 

___ ___ 
_ 

Te 1 ephone --�-x4_5 _6_3 _______ _ ..__,_. 

Name of affected program 

Public Participation in Rulemaking 

Nature of action: {Check 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Federal Trade Commission 

one) 
Substantive {affecting program) _.!!,X __ 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

Administrative action 
Operational {affecting way 

programs are carried out) 

Budget effect {Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

BA • . . . • . • • . • • • • . . . . • • . . . . . • • . . . . • • • . . . • • • • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . .  
Outlays ................................................... . 

Suggested actiQn 

1979 
Ba_se Total 

1.0 
1.0 

1979 

.5 

. 5 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980 

.5 

.5 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

.5 

.5 

Reduce program funding b y  half, to the level of previous years. (This program, for which funding was 
doubled in 1979, pays the expenses of representatives of public interest groups who testify in FTC 
proceedings.) 



1979 Budget Reductions 
Appalachian Regional Collllilission 

Name of affected program Commission Research and Support Services 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

(Check 
one) Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Othe r legislation 

__ x _____ �- Administrative �ction 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

Budget examiner: Kenneth Scnwartz 

Te 1 ephone: -=X5�6�6:..:..4 _ _ __ _ 

(Check 
one) 

X 
Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
1dent1fy dollar 
amount for each 

Base Total 1979 1980 1��81 

BA • • •. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •  , • • • • • • • , • •  

Outlays . ................. . ........ , ....... , ....... . . . 

Suggested action 

1,200 
1,200 

�120 
�120 

-120 
-120 

The Commission has traditionall y over�estimated its ability to obligate funds for research projects. A 

10% reduction in the research budget could be accommodated with small impact by use of prior year un-

obligated balances. 



. . 

Budget examiner: Kenneth Sc1 tz -.,.................,.. _____ ,......_. __ 

Telephone: 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Appalachian Regional Commission 

Name o� affected program Local Development District Program 

Nature of action: 
(Check 

one) Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program} ___ _ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) ___ X __ Administrative action 

Bud�et effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Sessioh Review): 
1979 

Base Total 1979 

B_A · • · · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · · -: · · · · · · · · · · ·· · · ·
·

· · · · � ·· · · , · · · · · · ·  

. Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . . . , • . . • • . • . • . • • •• , • , • , , , • • . , . . • • .  

Suggested action 

5,200 
5,100 

.. 200 
.-180 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1�8p 

-200 
-200 

X5664. 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

-200 
-200 

11Local development districtS11 are sub-state, lllUlti-'c:ounty planning entities within the Appa.lachian region. 

The Commission provides grants to these entities for economic planning,. In 1978, the districts received 

a 15% increase in planning funds, No change w�s proposed for 1979. The suggested action would reduce 

funding by $200 thousand. This would still permit a 10% funding increase between 1977 and 1979- ... a little 

less than the inflationary costs during that period, Programmatic consequences of such a cut are not clear. 

I 

I 
� 
' 
I 
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Budget examiner: 

Telephone: 

International Conununication Agency 
1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of affected program : Personnel (S&E) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Type of action required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Adniinistrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 

BA (mi 11 ions) .......................... -: . . . . . . . . . . . 

Outlays hni 11 ions) • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . . . • . . . . • • . • • •  

Suggested action 

Base Total 

175 

175 

X 

1979 

- 2 . 3 

-2 . 3 

Spevacek 

4580' 

1980 

-2 . 3 

-2.3 

1981 

... 2.3 

-2.3 

ICA 1980 employment ceiling, recently provided by OMS, provides 175 person reduction from 1979 ceiling. 
Agency actual employment is currently slightly below this reduced 1980 ceiling. 1979 ceiling could be 
reduced to 1980 level, the 175 individuals never hired and the saved monies used to reduce 1979 pay 
supplemental. 

July 21 • 1978 
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8udget examiner; 

Telephone: 

International Corrimunication Agency 
1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of affected program: Travel (S&E) 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) X 

Type of acti on regui red : 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
AdministratiVe action X 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 
Base Total ' 1979 

BA (mi 11 ; ons) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  � . . . . . . . . . . .  . 

Outlays ( mi 11 ions ) ••••• . ••••••• . •• . • . • . • • • . . ••• . • .  

10 -1 
10 -1 

Suggested action 

Spevacek 

4580 

1980 1981 

-1 -1 
-1 -1 

Cut travel lO% in 1979, Begin one year early a travel reduction planned in 1980 and 1981 budget ceilings� 
Would force agency to cut less important travel. Agency will argue that such a cut makes for less 
effecti.ve programing. Savings could be used to reduce 1979 pay supplemental . 

July 21. 1978 
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International Communication Agency 
1979 Budget Reductions 

Name of affected program Overseas Posts 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecth'lg way 
programs are carried out) X 

Type of action reguire_d: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative acti on 

Budget __ effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

B.A (m.ill ions) . . . 
, 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . • 

Outlays (millions) . . ... . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Suggested action 

1979 
Base Total 

125 
125 

Budget examiner: Spevacek 

Telephone: 4580 
_.;....;....,;..,.....,....,.,.._�-..,.... 

1979 1980 

-2.2 
-2.2 

1981 

-2.2 
-2.2 

Reduce to a token presence ICA staff in 45 low priority countries. Only minimu_m programing could be 
conducted in those countries. roost of which are in Africa and Latin America. 48 American and 230 
foreign national positions would be eliminated. 

July 21, 1978 



· 1979 Bydget Reductions 
Interstate Commerce Cormnission 

Name of affected program Administrative Expenses 

Nature of action: 
(Check 
one). Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) ___ _ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) X . Administrative action 
'--=�....:,.--�� 

Budget effect (Change from President1al proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

Budget examiner: Bruce Johnson 

Telephone: X4764 
_,..,._.._,_.,..__.,..__---.,..,.....,. 

(Chec� 
one) 

X 

X 

,, ' .  

Note: lf two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dol iar 
amount for each 

Base Total 1979 1980 

-200 

1981 

-200 BJ:\ . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . • . .. • . . .  , . .• ·, ·· • • . • • • • , .. . . • . • . , • •  

Ou� 1 ays .............. , . . . ... . .. .  , , , • , • , , . , , . . , .. . .  , . . � . 

Suggested action 

70,822 
69,380 

-200 
"'200 - 200 -200 

Reduce number of Cormni ssioners by four tfrom 11 to 7) with savings of $200K for compensation for these 
positions. 

i 
I . 
! 

! 



Budget examiner: Bruce Johnson 

Te 1 ephone: _x_4_76_4_,_ ___ _ 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Interstate Conunerce Conunission 

Name of affected program Administrative Expenses 

(Check 
Nature of action: one) Type of action reguired: 

Substantive (affecting program) ___,-'X�-­ Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _____ Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

BA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  , . .  , .. -.. . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Out l·ays . . . . . .. . . . . . . ... . . . .... - � . . � •. . . . . . . . .  · ... . . . .. 

Suggested . _act i oh 

Base Total 1979 

70,822 
69,280 

-830 
-830 

(Check 
one)· 

X 

x_ 

1980 

..,830 
-:830 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actiohs are needed� 
idehti fy dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

..,830 
-830 

Adopt regulatory reform proposals of ICC internal task force on improvihg motor carrier entry regulation 
which simplify and reduce requirements for Qbtaining certificate authority. Assume 5% reduction in 
budgets of three Bureaus and offices with responsibilities associated with this policy change� 



Name of affec·ted' progl;ai'n: 

' 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Nati'onal Endowment for the Arts 

Salaries and Expenses: Program Administration 
(Check 

one) 
Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) Rescission proposal 
-···Deferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Other legislation 
x Administrative action 

X 

_ ___... ....... 

7-20-78 
LVE 

Note: If two. or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 

( $ in tnousands) 

BA • � • • I • i • • .. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

Outlays ..................... . 

1979 
Base Total 

149,660 
132,799 

1979 

-879 
-879 

1980 

-879 
-879 

1981 

-879 
-879 

I .  

Suggested· action: Reduce appropriations for administrative expenses by $879,000. The Endowment will be 
able to absorb the reduction by increasing by 50% the number of grant proposals mailed to reviewers for review, 
reducing staff travel, holding council meetings in Washington D.C., reducing free publications by 10% and 
requiri�g �ser charges and reducing supplies by depleting tnventories of existing stock. 

This reducti�n will. bring the obligational authority level back to the 1978 level in most of these 
areas. · I 



Name of· ·affec·ted' program: 

' 

1979 Budget Reductions 
National Endowment for the Humanities 

Salari�s and Expenses: Program Administration 

Nature of action: Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) Rescission proposal 
- -·Deferral proposal 

Other legislation Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) x Administrative action 

X 

(Check 
one) 

---

7-20- 7 8  
LVE 

Note: If two or 
more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review) : 
( $ in thousands) 

BA. (£xc 1uc!J:!s. $1.6. roi.l.l :ion .trus.t. funds) 
Outlays�E;<cl�d.es. trJJst .fJJM�) • • • . •  

1979 
B�se Total 

145,600 
105,773 

1979 

-980 
-900 

1980 

-980 
-980. 

1981 

-980 
-980 

Suggest,ecj: (:!.ction: Reduce appropriations for administrative expenses by 9% or $1,000,000. The reduction · 

would reduce by half the increase of fulltime permanent positions granted in the FY 1979 budget. There­
sultant reduction of 6 positions would begin in FY 1979. movement toward the FY 1980 reduction of 7 positions 
decided upon in spring planning. Increases in personnel benefits and equipment are proportionately reduced. 
Travel; printing and supplies and materials are reduced to the FY 1978�levels, amounting to a $279,000 . .. 
savings. These reductions can be achieved by holding all council meetings in Washington D.C., by savings 
resulting frbm the Endowment's decision to terminate publication of their monthly newsletter:-, and by 
depleting the stocks of existing supplies and materials. Reduttion of $400,000 in other services can be 
achieved by delaying planned activities, incuding new data processing syste!lls. Further reductioas::can·.'be 
achieved by increasing by 50% the grant proposals mailed to reviewers for review thereby decreasing funds 
needed to bring reviewers to Washington. 

· 

! ; . 



RRB S:i,.ckness Insurance 

Nature of a..ct:ig_n: 

1979 Budget Reductions 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 

Type of. ac;:tJon require_q: 

Sub$tantive (affecting program) X Rescission proposal 
- ·Deferral proposal 

Operational (affecting way Other lagislat�on X 

programs are carried out) Administrative action __ _ 
.....__..._. 

Bud get effect (Change from Presidential proposals 
($ in millions) 

1979 
Base Total 

BA • • • • • •  , • • • • • • • • • • • • • .• • • • • • • 8 0 

·outlays. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . so 

S�ggested a6tion 

in Mid-Session 

1979 ·1980 -

-80 -80 

-80 -80 

Review) : 

1981 

-80 

-80 

End the Federal Government's role in this private sector sickness insurance program. 
This unique program, currently authorized in Federal law even though collectively 
bargained by railroad labor and management, could be contractually established and 
run by the private sector (as are almost all other private sector sicknese insurance 
programs). 

7/20/78 



Budget Exami ner 
_

_
_ 
E_. _B_ ._T_rY._. c

_
k 

_
__ _ 

Telephone -�-..,.;..___x_46_2_o _
__

__ 
_ 

Name of � ffected program 

Full Disclosure 

Nature of action: 

Substantive (affecting program) 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Securities and Exchange Commission 

(Check 
one) 

X 

Type of ctction required: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferra 1 proposa 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget e�ffect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

1979 
Base Total 1979 

BA • . . . • • • • •  -: . . • . . • • • • • • • . . • . • . • . • . • • • . • • • • • . . .. . . . . . . . . • . . •  

Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  � . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . .  

SuggE!sted action 

12.0 
12.0 

-.5 
-.5 

(Check 
one) 
X 

1980 

-1.0 
-1.0 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1 Q81 

-1.0 
-1.0 

Reexamine reporting and disc 1 osure requirements in an effort to e 1 imi nate the number and size of filings 
in order to reduce private sector and SEC processing costs. Increase the selectivity in SEC review 
of filings. 



Budget Exami ner _ _ E __ _ · _
B

_
.
_

T
_
r

_
y

_
c

_
k 

____ _ 

Telephone ___ x_4_6_2o __ __ _ _  _ 

1979 Budget Reductions 

Securities and Exchange Commission 

Name of affected progri!m 

Public util tty holding company regulation 

Nature of action: (Check 
one) 

Substantive (affecting program) X 
----

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

Type of action reqyired: 

Rescission propos a 1 
Deferra 1 proposa 1 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

BA . • . . . . • . . . .  "' � . . . . . . . . . • • . . . . . • • • . • . • . . . • •.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

0� t 1 ays . . . . . . . . . .. . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .  

Suggest�d action 

1979 
Base Total 

1 

1 

1979 
-1 

-1 

(Check 
one) 
X 

X 

1980 
-1 

-1 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 
----

-1 

-1 

Terminate regulation ofpublic utility holding companies. This activity has dwindled (from the 30's) to 
a pro forma record keeping kind of regulation of a limited number of holding companies who have not yet 
achieved exemption . It might be difficult to obtain congressional action, but this appears to be a 
low priority SEC activity. 



Budget Examiner: Memphis Norman 

Telephone: X-4535 

1979 Budget Reductions 
Smithsonian Institution 

Niime of affected program: 

Salaries and Expenses (Science Programs) 

(check 
Nature of action: one) 

Substantive (affecting program) X 

Operational (affecting way 
programs are carried out) 

lype of action r�guired: 

Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 
Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 

(check 
one) 

X 

(in millions of$) 

Suggested action: 

BA 
Outlays 

1979 
a.ase Total 

. --

31 
30 

1979 1980 

-1 -1 
-1 -1 

1981 

-1 
-1 

In addition to operating and maintaining 10 major exhibition buildings, as well as the National Zoo, the 
Smithsonian performs basic research programs in astrophysics, atmospheric sciences, human nutrition, 
environmental preservation, disease prevention, botany, and so on. ESD staff is suggesting that a small 
amount of this research be funded from private sources (i.e. the Smithsonian endowment; funds), since 
some of the research seems to be duplicative of efforts performed by the National Science Foundation 
and other Federal mission agencies that conduct basic research in the same disciplines. 



Budget examiner: M. Driggs 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program 

Purchase of ConRail Securities 

Nature of action: 

1979 Budget Reductions. 
Department of Transportation 

U.S. Railway Association 

(Check 
one) Type of action required: 

Substantive (affecting program) X ----="'----� 
Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation Operational (affecting way 

programs are carried out) _______ Administrative action 

Budget effect (Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review): 
1979 

· Base Total 1979 

BA • . . . . • ·· . . . . . . . . . . . . , , . . . . , , , , , .. , , , , , . , , . . . , . , • , , , 
Out 1 ays . . . . . . . . . . . .. . •  , . . . . . • • .  , • , • , , , , . , ·' . .  , . , , . , , . 

Suggested action 

199,000 

199,000 
-39,000 
-39,000 

(Check 
one) 

X 

1980 

4752 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

The U.S. purchases ConRail Securities equi va 1 ent to about 10 percent of the corporation's expenses. 
The purpose is to aid ConRail obtain self-sufficiency without government control of a railroad. The 
only requirements for funding are that the money be used for capital investment and that the general 
outlines of a 5 year business plan be followed. The latest plan anticipates major rehabilitation of 
rail yards. The yards are needed for boxcar traffic, yet ConRail is now sertously considering a 
withdrawal from boxcar traffic. This action breaks past standards of investment by withholding aid 
until a decisiQn is made on boxcar traffic. 



Budget examiner: M. Driggs· 

Telephone: 

Name of affected program 

Administrative expenses 

Nature of action: 

Substantive ( affecting program ) 

Operational ( affecting way 
programs are carried out ) 

1 979 Budget Reductions 

U.S. Railway Association 

( Check 
one ) Type of action required: 

-----
Rescission proposal 
Deferral proposal 
Other legislation 

-�L---- Administrative action 

Budget effect ( Change from Presidential proposals in Mid-Session Review ) : 
1 979 

BA . .. � • . • . • . • . • • • • . • •  , ,  • • • •  , . , , , . , . , , ,  • •  , • • •  , . , . , , . 

Out 1 ays ............. , , . . , , . , . . , . , , , , , , . , , . , , . , , . , , . 

Base Total 1 979 

Receipts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 200 
Suggested action 

( Check 
one ) 

X 

1 980 

4752 

Note: If two 
or more kinds of 
actions are needed, 
identify dollar 
amount for each 

1981 

Because Treasury does not recognize USRA as a Federal agency, the certifying officer is in DOT. This 
leaves USRA free to deposit monies borrowed from the Treasury in commercial banks; earning $150-200,000 
in overnight interest a,year. A legislative change to allow USRA to be considered a Federal entity for 
the purposes of Treasury certification would streamline a cumbersome administrative process as well as 
allow Treasury to retain the funds until actually used. 

I 
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